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Dr. CRE ED'S Defence 


Dr. Hamnony's *EKTENEX TEPON, 
EXAMINED. 


Creeds, | 
The firſt ſhall be, concerning the Inſolext and Scurrilons Inci= 
vilities wherewith it is every where fraught. And ir is to acquaine 
the Reader, Yhar-1 ſhall nor honour them ſo. much as ro take & 
ditiaRt and particular norice of thems- forthey are ſo groſs, as tharthe 
carry their condemaarien in their forchead. | Indeed I have nothea 
 ,, ef any wiſe, ſober and moderate man» though of the Doftors perſwaſi- 
:, on inother particulars, that hath niade rhe leaft Apology fer them,when 
:.,, they have becn cold how he hath in them treſpaſſed again all good 
£7 manncrs. I ſhall therefore leave them umco his Ro Readers, whd 
* hoſe founder Rawdings they wer? elpecay collared y apdebey tal 
.v t underRandings they were RALLY Ca 4 2nd ey 
\ "have my fair leave ro make ccenfaie BD TAS che hepuleaſs : 
mirth way tir my pity» bur it ſhall haye no. influence vpon cicher 


] |Yhall premiſe three things rouching this -doughty Work: of Dr. 


* 


Dy, Creed's defence of Dr, M."Ex1wicuwr examined, 
yor therefore to the Reader, I ſhall paſs þy moſt of theſe with a juſt and 
deſerved negle&, and ſriea cal flats. ha oe rains which 
thoſe learned and — Fs haveconſu have Judged | 


cant \ , 


moft matcriagLand ws 
A third hero he il be © 3 Qnceiignhe ſenſe.of "Dottor Hemi in 
he controver e never aſfems: 


faith. the Defendant ) that--che 
{ame numerical at of holylove' n Chriſt was more intenſe.at one 
time then at apather : but- onely that. ene a& of his love of God 
compared with —— was eat high ' and intenſe chen another, 
[Ps 2.35 ns 5a. this il" £ jo a 55's _nej- 
| | ke 
hes 4 ae he a 0 WE. CI A Five 
Abour the ftare of the Queſtion he objeRerh, ( pag. 17, 47.) that 
the terms of the Queſtion arg much alcered fram what they were at the 
ficſt. Saich-he, This Refuter charged the Bodtor with dire? and flat 
denial of the all-fulneſs of habitual grace in Chriſt, and now ic is onel | 
by conſequence. To yo the ai % falſhood of this crimination, I 
ne oy 94? ery . 258» 259. of my Mixture, . © LI 
ke [1:04 &duce my. charge from - | 
the-,Do@ors TY and the de of Fr 1 nam; : have made | 
ood againſt Þ nd, , , er Clear againſt | 
this - iT ry ay "4 A. tl the —_ of: all {obeers | 
fuges » that he hath , tro evade the force of my argumenta- 


tion, . 
y are in number four, 


The 
when the DoRor ſaith that the ns of: - Chrite's love of God ar 


| 
i 


''s. "He is not, ro 5 be ITE of- _ aro eve God tha Fre 
immediately terminated 
mediately terminated on 1 men for Mor hk FA” 1 

3. By the 8&wal love of God hE are bo * ak __ not ihe ati: 
on of loving; but the terry of that ation, a quaiity prodiced thereby, 
which for want of words is called love, # 

. By the afoul Tbve of «God be utideftands' not that which agrecth * 

ro Rint os" Contphlnfpr > dtd was 2 Teqlel' of the* bratifical viſion fe 
but th&(Mhich Belodpet to Yihi* as he'was Hhitor ,” "and" aroſe from . 
_ "RAD en e*F God, Aid the” inſuſt4"Þa it bf Divine cba«'- 


> hills \ yiegout but <e evaflone refuge 'Defendtnt i General, ed 5 - bo 
| tal wy p and forfefurtry of vets > SELIG IE 


Ret 


Dr, H, robewnderflood of Goof'r Love properly taktn,chr. 
more ardent and intenſe then at other times, or in other aQs; he peaks 
by a Metonymie of the effeft; or Synecdoche generis, and not of the love 
of God properly and formally taken, | | 

- But that Dy. Hammond is to be underſtood of love properiy-and formally 
tahens when he afſerts a greater ardency in Chriſt*s love of . God'ar one 
rime, then another,' is as clear as the Sun, from ſe,22. of. his *Bxſew 
| yiroegy. For there he ſaith, thar love as a genus is predicated of thar 
| love which he ſpeaks of, Nowthe genus is predicated properly and for- 


wally of it's ſpecies, for *tis predicated thereof in primo modo dicendi 
per ſe. | 

of Bur perhaps =_ may ſay, thar though the love which Dri Hammond 
ſpeaks of, be 


ove properly and formally taken, yer *ris calledthe love of | 
God onely tropically. pe | 

Unto this | Reply, 

I. That Cbrifs love, which Dr. Hammond ſaith, is capable of de= 

Þ No grees, &c. is that very love which is commanded Deut, 6, 5, a love of 


God with all the ſoul, heart, might, and ftrength, &c. and that isn 
love: proper and pecultar unto God, arid not to be communicated 
unto any creature, And, pray Sir, is net this that high, and tran- 

 ſeendent aft of Divine love you ſpeak of pag. 5. whereby the ſoul 
is immediately fixed , and knit ro God as the onely good > and 
then with what face can you deny it ts be the love of God pro- 
perly and formally taken > Bur however, the poor Refuter muſt 
be condemned lege falſaris ( pag. 5.) right or wrong. For wheres 
as Doffor Hammond ſpake expreſly of Chriſt's foye of God, the Re- 
futer is ſo dull and fimple an Animal, as ro.underſtand him of his love 
of the Creator, whereas alas, Door Hammond had a profounder con- 
ceit, which is highly rational :n it ſtlf, and is to be interprered concern= 
ing his love of the Creature. And: this is enough to clear me from 
the_crime of Forgery , with which this ſhameleſſe. Defendaxt - aſperſeth 


me, 

But his Calumny will be the more apparent if we inſfit- up- 
| on thoſe two Tropes, One of which he ſayes the Doffor 'makes 
uſe of. 

. * Thefirſt is the Metommie of the effeF, and that is whentheeffe# 
*Þ put for the een: Now do-not you by your Diſcourſe plainly infi- 
re, that the efficient is here-raken for the «fe ; rhe love of God, 
forthe iſſes and effetfs of the love of God, IF. there were'theg a Meteo= 
ic in Doffor Hammond's words, it was by you a Mertodymie of the 


n 
4 Br: and not of the effef#, And indeed you rell us, pag. 217. that 


" ” alkthe afts of piety, and mercy, and charity, and -vertue, are called 
” the love of God by a Metomymie of the efficient, becauſe they flow from 


+. - the NS On | 
o | SE |, Andeitherthis is a flarcontradifiion to: what youhere ſay, or elſe 
by 4 s "whe! 
Sp 


x Se: vie of the efficient and of the effe& moſt beconfounded, 
's and be allbne?  » | F 
x £2...  Burſecondly, Dr, Hammond doth nor make uſe of any-Metonymic ar 
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Dy, M.'tobt underfleod of Gods love properly taken ec. 
all, cicher of the efficient, or of rhe effef#, For that which is rermed che 

love of God only Metonymically, is ſo called only equivecally., and tha 

the love of Ged is h:re taken by rhe DoFor, for thac which is ſo ſtile. - 
only equivecally, you dare notaver 5 for thar which is predicated of a 
thing &quivecally, may inp/opriety of ſpeech be denyed of i« 2 that which 

the love of God enly equivocally, may þe' faid not to beche love of * 
God. hog | "21 x 


' Bur yeu may perhaps ſay char. he ſpeaks, 3f 29t by 2 3detonymy of the 
effeft, yer by 4 Synecdoche generss.) * 1 : $2 2T 

Bur Synecdoche generis (as VoſſusAtted and ether Rhetoricians have 
raughr me) is when the genus is pur /f6r. the ſpecies, as creature for man .* 
Mark 16.15. But how the love of God is here by Dr. H. taken for any 
of its ſpecies, paſſerh my dull imagination. I thallnot therefore adven. 
ture ſo much as to gueſs ar your meaning, bur patiently air for your own 
Learned Explication of . it. . | 

And thus the Reader ſees, how his firſt Evaſion, char Dr.. Havzmond 
ſpeaks of the love of Gd only as 'cis raken tropically, by a Hetonymy of E215 6 

e Effe&,or by a Sya*cdoche generis, fails againſt. both. Logick and Abe. VP 
torch... | 

| But ir may bs ebjcRecd, from pag-6.. That Chrifts love of Gad which "7h 
br Mounens ſpeaks ef, is his praycr unto. God : now prayer is properly ax | 
aft of Religion and Devotion towaras God ; and improperly and figurative= x 
ly az aft of boly Charity or divine Love, _ -— 

For anſwer | | V. 

x Though Prayer. confidered formally im it ſelf, b: anaR of divine | 
Leve only zmproperly, and figuratively, yet ir implicth che love of Gad | 
properly and formally raken ; and *ris undeniablez. that Dr.,H. ſpeaketh 
of Praycr under this conſideration, as implying the love of God properly | 
and formally ſuch; for he bringeih Chriſts praying more carneftly, .as a - 
proef to make good his. expoſition of thoſe, wards, Tho. ſhalt love: the > 3 
Lard thy God with all thy ſou, beart, might an4\ftrength , where the love. 
of God istaken properly and formally... Now of thisexpoſition it can be 
no confirmation, if the Door do nor conkider Chrifts prayer, as im ply= 
ing his love of God properly and formally caken.. | 

Though Prayec Lay ror formally in ic ſelf be not properly -an a&t of 
divine love, but only 6zptyedly, viz. prepsfi'iue and concomitantsr, yer” FY 
the reaſon-which the. Defendant brings for the confirmation of this; 
gon properly and formally an at of Religion, is vey queſtion; 
able, or oF. 4” 

2 According to the- language of Proteflanz Divines y one and the 
ſame. AR may properly be an att of both Religion and holychariry xo6.; - #® 
for they take Religion in ſo large a ſenſe,as that ie con all at . 6” 


of che ficſt Table. Thus Ames makes all parts of G 
tural and inſtituted tobe parts of as. 9h .'Noy if- chis.. accepti 
Religion be prop?r,ir will not be materialthough ir be 

from that of the Sthookmen,. . [3 1 


.S 
- + 


Dr:M.underfands thoſe affs of love y* are terminated on G, 
2 Bur procecd we unto his Secont Ev2fpon, which Giffers lictle from 
the former, \if atall, bur in rermes, and 'cis concerning the a&s of 


Chciſts love of God. Theſ2, faith ch: Defendanc, are of rwo forts ; 
Gs 1 -Thoſe that are inumediately termieatcd os God the aply $a9d. 2 Tvoſe 
* that ave zmmediately terminated on us men for Gods ſake z in whoſe love as 

of the prime «ft they are all radicated and founded ; the one the Scholes call 

\ charirasurt finis 3 the other they call chacicas proprer finem. Though t 


the, atts of Chrifts love z as immediatcly terminated on-God, were always 
at the beight and ane equal perfection (ns was never j't queſtioned or de- 
; nyed by the Doffor) yet this nothing blunders but that the athey as of this: 
." love (of which alone the DoSor ſpeaks) regarding us for Gods ſabe, might - 
conſiſt in a latitude, and gradually diffey from one another, and falt ſhut © 
of the ferueur of thoſe atts that immediately reſpeFed God, &c. See 
\ pag.3,$222470,75216,0c. uſque ad 248279. ſq; 1d 291,328329.335 + 
þ 336-338,34336153729373+5 1650. | 
Well chen;the great miſtake of the Refuter is, That whereas Dr. Ham- 
mond ſpake expreſly of Chriſts atFual loue of God the Creator , . and yer 
meant thereby his a(ual love of man a creature, the Refuter.was ſuch a 
dull Block-head, as not to reach this hidden and inviſible meaning of Dr, 
Hammond. 
h Bur firſt, if this were a miſtake, it ſhould nor (me thinks) be ſo cri- 
minous-and unpardonable ; For 
-. ” " Firft, The Refuter in his expoſition of the aRual love of God went by 
i that cemmon tule, Aualogum per ſe politum ſtat pro famoſiori analogato ; 
i If a word hath two fignificatiens, one proper, anoth:r improper and tio- 
h pical, it muſt be raken properly if it bz put by ir ſelf and have nothing 
added to determine and carry it unto an improper and tropical ſenſe, 
Now the aRQual love of God is taken properly only of thoſe as that are 
-4 rerminated immediarcly unto God, and.all choſe that arc terminared un- 
to-us men for Gods ſake, are termed the love of God only improperly, 
and by 2.trope; and Dr. Hammond ſpzaks abſolutely of the aQual love 
of God, and hath nothing to reſtrain his ſpeech umo..che latter ſort of 
aQts ; and therefore he is to be underſtood of the former, thoſe thar are 
immediately terminated on God. 
Secondly, Ifrhis were a miſtake; it had been an eafie manter for Dr, 
* Hammond to have prevenrcd it in bis *ExT&ri54gp >. by a clear and di, 
'+ iin& explicarion of his meaning ; but he hath nor done this, and cherce- 
*®Ffore if the Refuter be ro be blamed, . Dc. Hammond cannot be alrogerher 
excuſed, | | | 
# . >. Bur I deny that Lam puily of any ſuch miſtake as is imputed ro me. 
ZZ"  +Forthar Chrifts aftual love'of God in Dre Hammond cannot rationally 
2 -,5;»be underſtood of all thoſe ats of love that were inmediacely terminared 
SEE mens all dutics of the Sccond Tables &c, | ſhall prove by an 
umietdrawn from the Ration that Dc. Hammonds diſcourte concer- 
ning liſts aR&ual loyc of God, &c, hath to the -Commandment 
Deux. 6. 5. Thes ſhalt love the Lord thy Ga4 with aldthy b:2:t , - 


*, _ 
+4 —_ 
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Dr, H, anderflands by the 4 Gs of Chriſt's Love of God, 
with all thy ſoul, and with all thy might, It is brought as an Excmpli- 
fication and proof of his interpretation thereof ; and therefore this 
actual love of God in Chriſt, muſt be the ſame with that love of God 
which is there commanded, Now that love of God which is there 


commanded, is that only which is immediatly terminated on God. P 
For 3 of D F I : , 
” 1. Ir muſt be with all ube beart, ſoul , might, and (lrength : 


and the Ads of love that are terminated unto the c:eature imimediat- 
ly, cannot be performed in ſuch an intenſon without groſle and palpa= 
ble Idolatry, | 

3. The love of God here commanded, is by our Saviour himſelf dis —- 

Ringuiſhcd frem the love of ' our neighbour , and of our ſelves, and 1 
conſequently *tis reftrained unto the love of God, which is termi- 
natcd immediarly upon God. Feſus ſaith, The great Commandement 
in the Law is, Thou ſhalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and 
with all thy ſoul , and with all thy mind, this is the firſt and great 
Commanc.'ement ; and the ſecond is like unto it » Thou ſhalt love thy | 
neighbour as thy ſelf , Matth. 22, verſ. 36, 3738, 39. Here theſe two » 
Commandements, are the two Summaries of the Commandements of | 
borh Tables : And ſeeing they are diſtinguiſhed by our Saviour him- 
ſelt, we muſt not make any confuſion berwixt them. Bur they are con- | 
founded when the duties of the ſicond Table, or this Commandement, 
Thou fhalt love thy neighbour as thy ſelf , are ranged under the frft : - 
Tabl:; Or this Cemmandement » Thou ſhalt love the Lord thy God 
with all thy beart, ſoul, might, and ſtrength. Now thoſe a&s of chari- 
ty that are immediatly rerminated unto us men for Geds ſake, are 
all Duties of the ſecond Table, and belong unte that Cemmand- 
ment, Thou ſhalt love thy neighbour as thy ſelf. 

3. Unto this ler me adde a third Argumemt ( which may be 
reduced unto the firſt ) taken from the ſecond Part of Door Ham- 
mona*s Expoſition of the place, and'thus ir ſtands ; That a& of the 
love of God which tranſcends all thoſe a&s of love that are imme- 


things , and not admitting any thing into competition withil 
loving any thing elſe in ſuch a degree, £- 


theſe that are immudiately terminated on Ged himſelf, 
This argument may briefly be thus alſo varied. Nv a&s of the love 
of God, that are ſ#upcriour unto thoſe that are immediately terminated 
onus men for God's ſake, can be thoſe very afts that are immediately 
«Þ--* terminated on us men for God's ſake ; for oxe and the ſame thing canuot be 
ſuperiour unto it ſelf, But thoſe aRs of the loye of God that"are com= 
Ad | manded Deut, 6. 5, are ſuperiour unto thoſe that are immediatcTy'rer- 
F m:nated.on us men for God's ſake, and ſo much is evidem; by Dr. H.um- 
mona'”s expoſition cf the place : Apd therefore thoſe ats of' the Jove of 
Ged, that are commandcd D:ut.'s. 5. arc net thoſe that arc immedi- 
arcly terminated on us men for God's ſake. OG ans | 
+ But ſuppoſe that Dr. Hammond ſpale of thoſe aQs of holy charity, 
that are terminared on us men for Gods ſake : yer by what the Difun-" 
- ant ſaich, it will be no injuſtice to think, that he ſpeaks of thiſeaRs_. 
under this 7eduplication, as terminated immediarcly on God himſelf, 
Fer by the Defendants opinions pag. 234» 235. holy charity and it's acts, 
are terminated unto us meg for God's ſake, ogely as a material objett, 
: and unto God's infinite goodnſs alone, as the formal objeft. Now things 
*» are rather. denominated from that which agreeth unto them formally, 
| then from that which is aſcribed unto them onsly materially, for dene- 
minatio fit 2 pottori. New thoſe a&s of chacity that are terininated un- 
| to us menzconfidered as terminated on God as thei formal objeR, ought 
ro-be - all, and were in Chriſt alwaycs at the height, and one equal 
perfection... _ ” 8 
ur Drfendant himſelf confeſſes, pag. 217. that ro Exzliſh ears, 
this phaſe, the love of God, ſeems eſpecially ro import the prime 
. and more, principal Jove that hath God for its immediate Ob= 
J<& : but then withal he adds, that in Scriprure phraſe it frequently. 
does not. | 
The fixt place. he quores, is Luk. 11- 42. Wo. unto you Phariſees, 
(.fajth our Saviour ) fay .ye tythe mint, and rue, and all manner 
of. h, rbs,.. and. gaſſe over judgement, and the love of God : theſe ought 
ye to have gont,. aud nut to leave the other undone, But this 
place he. confefſeth ro be otherwiſe expounded? by divers z arnd'we 
have { ſaith he ) no need» of doubrfull places. Bur/tis without dgubr, 
that the love of God is not there taken in ſuch a latirude or ,am- 
Plicude,, as, to contaig the whole duty-of _ man towards God and 
Qur neighbour : for *cis diſtinguiſhed” from judgement., , and thar_ 
cqppriſeth, if morally; yer -a great Parr of. our duty tawards our neigh- * 


| - Dolte... 1... 9. a ef . 
- But the Beſenday in the pext place alledgeth inſtances. our” 
= A of..rhe firſt Epiſtle of, Ft. Fohnz 'thax are { he ſaith ) beyond alt ex-\ 
0: Sianes. 1... CL 2 28 WT. 
-* |  inftance. is x Jobs 2, 5. But who ſo keepeth bis word)” 
#. 58 bim we 2 ” lave.,of Gog perfetied, : : bereby þaow we that 
© whom of big Bus, w, prove. the impertinency of this plats 
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g Dr H. underflands by the alts of Chrift's Love of Gid, 
we need go no further then Dr. Hammonds Paiaphraſe of ir. But the 
obſerving bis commands, is the onely ſure argument, that be that doth ſo, 

isa perfef laver of God, truly ſo called ( the appellation being falſely aſ- 
ſumed by. the 'Gnoftichs ) and an argument of evidence to h:mſilf, that 
be is # branch , a member of Chriſt, as the Gnoſtichs boaſt that they 
are, and that whatſdever they do, it cannat mabe them ceaſe to be ſo. 
The obſerving of God's commardments is an argument of the rerfcR 
dove cf Ged, ir doth not thereferef6llow, thar ir is the love of God 

it ſelf. 
The two next places, the 1 Fob. 3. 17. 1 0b. 4. 20. every ratie:al 
Reader will judge ___ mark. For the urwſt Pin; "5 aig 


the love of our Neighbour, and hath *an influexce or impery apy the 
28s thereof. Bur whar is all this unto the purpoſe } | | 

The laſt place the 1 Fob. 5. 3- may perhaps be thoughe co have ſome 
coleur of an Argument, For this is the love of God, that we keep bis com- 
mandments. | | . 

Here *ris _ that the Apoſtles ſpeech is to be underſtood Metommi- 
cally, and the meaning of it js, that the love of God is the caſe of the 
recping his commandments, #nd the keeping of God's cemmandments 
it an inſeparable effe&z or fruic of the Jove of God. This meaning of 


meandatis ejus ſervandy : quia diligere Dewm, per conſequemie ration: 


ratio eſt ſeruandi mandata ejus. Wnde quamvis pracepium diligends Deum, 
ab altis (515 preceptis diverſum ſit : quicun?ue tamen boc dileionis ſeruat 


obſrruatio ex dileftione Des neceſſario depeudeat, ac ſequatur Fanquam ef 

fees ex propria cauſa, Quod etiam ſignificant illa Chrifti verba Foan,r,, 

uz babet mandata mea, &+ ſervat ea : ille ft qui dHigit me. Et iterum : 

— 5s quis diligit me 2 ſermonem menm ſeruabit, Et ca. 15. Vos amics mel 

.efuay þ fcceritis que ego precipis vebis.. Simile eft buic loco NINESs- 

pite x. dixit Foannes': Dui ſervat verbum thus ; ve1e in bog chart as Di 

- perſtdlacf}, By what hath been ſaid, the Reader may perhaps thick 
that.chis p)ace ſeems to be very advantagious fo: the Defendants urn. 


vice ar all: Fory b 


evx in the loye of God ; .the Metonymy is inthe predic 
ſobjc& of . the Propoſition ; and the love of God is the fabjedt of the Pre- 
i as is evident from the prefixing of che Greek article 5 « 


gccarcht propriety,. onely the. predicate { this, thar we keep. uh 
mandmenc of , |?) . is #ffirmcd of it Metorymically, "5; 
Secondly, ,it is plaing thar in S, Job's wo;ds there i 


thered from them is, that the love of God is inſeparably connexed with 


the place is excellently laid down by Eftins ; Senſe idcired adjeci He 


eſt mandata ejus ſervare, Charitas {i quidems erga Denm, ait Cajetanue, 


preceptum, ex (4 dile fione etiam cetera Der precepta ſervat, ut quorum 


Bur upon more ſerious conf deration it will be to do himno ſer- 


Firſt, rhough there be a Metonymy in the Apoſtles words, yer ir liek ] 
Meg, and not inthe / 


5.04, #nd thare is naching hind: cth, but that ir may 5. he... 


q * of 
REES, 


oy] '$ © * & 2 
w$ 4 i» x : 


4 


* . 
. » 
p k , 

7 


GELS EH” rn ; 2 RE 
hob al mmanent Ations haveeſetioe terms, 9 
predication * for the love of God isthe keeping of his Commandements, {a Predicat!o 
nct formally, bur canſally, that is, 'tis the cavte of keeping 'Gods Com® 1mpropria cate 
mandements, Now every one knows, tharin e_ prevliedtion there ſalis eſt, que 
_ bs ever a *CMetonmy of. tirher the” efferent (or oft ®- *But"mab. ib" rÞt's 11m extre- 
" ptopofirion, one aft of Chriſts love of God vas more intenſe the mum alteri ad 
aher,-which the Defendant confefſcrh ro be the ſenſe ef Door Ha®rqus cauſam de- 
#ond:; there is no cauſal predication,* nor any* fovtſtept" of any other znandam nar 
argument, from which a man may -Logrcally cofittede 2 Metonyrhy. ** . > li- 
& : ' guerdi conſue- 
tudine conjuntitur, e:g. Tra oft ferver ſanguinic circa cor, oft ratio vera ſenſu cauſali, = 
4#1im ira, que eft affe #id animi, proprie loquendo eft feruvr ſea ebuilitio, ſd exifiit ex 1a 
ebullitione, - 6 ebuilitis illa exifiit ex ira, ſtd diverſa reſpefin. Huc refer + illa ; bis 
bolus eft mibi-mors,” bot tft mortifer. Altes. +> | | 


Nay,” thirdlyif any Argument can'be drawn from! coherence, it is 
#3 -F have already ſhewen) evidenr thar Dr. Hammond: cannot be un- 
rſt&od of the leve of God in a Metenymical acception, for he fpraks 
_ "of thefamic love of 'Gad that is commanded, -Dewt:#:5. and that is th= 
dehiadly: the love of Gee properly raken, + 
_  In:the'-next place, pag. 21952205 &c, Uſq; ad 227. the Defendant 
| ro prove by arguments fromthe 'Doffors writings, that he 
ries the fovE of God in ſuch a large ſenſe, as ro take in all duties +5 
our” te r.. "The' weakneſs of which arguments it were an ctfic 
miſtrePtb Jiſtover; if it were werth the while: bur indeed we may juſtly 
defpiſe thin, for it being” cleared that Dr. Hammond cariner ratomitly 
b&nitirſtoed of ay cihier love of God, but thar which is immediately 
cctmihdg@dh Godt himiſelf;” if they prove anything they will condude 
thacthtÞr. cotitradifts himſelf end that is «-wacrer wherein 1 thar am 
not ef his Idfaterr, am no wayes concerned. * _ - 
"Once Tr js very apparemyhar-this)arge acceprien of the love of Gods 
very CaMtth»>Eical;for necorfing woitzhe loweſtantmeaneft xy 4f both 
Charity'Ymd Juffice wang our neighbour *(tyen the Hangmuns rot i- * 
Eendjort Perſormence'of his Office) may be termed the loy<.of God: "Anil - 
moſt men would” idpe this ro 'be an unſzvoury expreſſion ; "je whuld © 
ſound very bzrſhly nero noe only Emp duc'all cbriftion exres, Ari 
whether ſo a Cat + be to be toleraced in Controverſal writings 
fy jufltly be Subfet?' IF Dr, Hammonds cauſe then cannor ve - 
abut by” bal t&Gxrachreftical and abvfve atceprionofrhe love * 
ge © 727 


Ofipae, char "ti in a very terreringy if toe deſpernte ® 


$ 


' «uſt be, a gradual d:tference, and more in reſpe3 of .the, goodngſs of 


Dy,H., wnder ftands by the Acts of. Chriff's Loutof Gag, 


the.third argument, p. 244- the confirmatzon, of ic may more ficly be,ge- 

ferred unto & more proper places , ' | 
The ficſt argument he proſecures from p. 227 «ſq; ad:236. and "cis by . 

bin chus framed up, p. 237-228, © Where there is» and of neceſſity 


/ 


| 
< che Ovjefts of the haþir of charity or the law, of God, there .is,. and 7 
« of necelliry there muſt bezalſo a gradual difference in reſpe@ of the ſe- 
« yeral aRts of this, habic.of charity, or the love of , God. . But there | 
«is and muſt be a gradual dff:rence , and more in reſpcR of the. 
« ooodnels of the objects of the hab:c ef charicy, or the love. of 
« God in Chrift. Thercfore there is, and muſt be, a gradual difference - 
<« ;nreſpe& of the ſeveral as of this habic of charity, or_ the loye of | 
« Ged in Chriſt. | | Ty "Ip | 
Inthe Argument there is commirred that fallacy which is termed fal- . 
lacia ignorationis E'enchi ; for, the cencluſion takes the as of the love 
of Ged. in Chriſt in ſuch a latibude, as to comprehend thoſe, as of 
loye, which were terminated unto man : Whereas DF H. and. the Refu- 
rex are to he.underſtood {as hath been ſhewn) -only concerning chaſe - o 
Ro of the love of God, which are terminated og. God himſelf ; and he- 
tween theſe there is no gradual difference, for they have one Obje& 
alone, Gods infigize geodneſs in himſelf, _ : RE 
Unto this we may add ex abundanti unto the Minor, that the pretcnded 
difference, berwixt the ObjeRs of the love,of God in Chriſt, is by the G 


. Defendants opinion, only as touching the #ater;al objetts thereof, for the | 


formal objet or reaſen is:afſerred by him to be ſtill one.and the ſame; | 
and hereupon 'twill follow, chat xhe, as of Chriſts love..of God axe for- | 


. mally the ſame; and conſequently the. aRts of chis love which have their | 


ſpecrfication frem their obje(ts, arc, by his opinion, formally the ſame tooz | 

and the formal confederation of things is chiefeft and molt ro be heeded. | 
Theſe anſwers might cafily have been foreſeen, .but inſtead: of them 

the Defendant falls ro his conjeRures, p. 2324233. ** There can (flaith ©. 

© he) be bur two things poſſible (as far as L can toreſee) returned in an- 


- © {ver to this diſcourje, Firſt, thar.it is nor.one- and: the ſame habir of 


& charity, whereby we love God and our.ncighb > is a+ our ſelves; and 
© and therefore as che precepts are ſeveral, ſorh>95jc Rs ate divers and 
« the affc&ions of the ſoul, that carty it on ta th love of God, and our 
&« neighbours are as diff cent as the DbjeRs themſelves arc. And there- 
« fore though it be granted thar the ſeveral a&s that flow from theſe 
6 ſevcrally diſtin& habirs, do gradually diff-r-in themſelves in reſpe& —_ | 
« ;nrenſencſs, according to the gradual diſtance of goodneſs in. the ob#&** 


—Cc je; yer it follows not, that therefore the aRs ot one and alrogerher IS W- 


5 che ſame habit, of charity and holy love, ,do gradually. differ-alſoz © ©; 
* which wasthe-thing to þe proved. 19 OE -> LO. 
Secondin: Though jt were granted, that the babit. of «thitity. and/boly © 


love to God,.and our neighbors, be one and the ſame 'babit, yit- a- gradual _- 
difference in the geadus[s of the objet#s of this loy#gilh nut areue..s brad 2 


' theſe that are iomediately terminated on Ced himſelf, It 
difference of intenſent] in the mward afts of this lo onelyi ke 
ifference of intenſene BY f this love, but onely in the out= 
— abts and expreſſions. | IS 
Theſe anſwers are none 'of mine, but the proundleſs f&ions 
| Defixdant, and therefore I may juſtly paſs how over in flence. OO 
Bur yer unto the fiſt I hall ſay ſomething, becauſe ir affords cccafion 
of ſome diſcourſe that may be acceptable unto the Reader, * 
Firſt, Srotws reſolves indeed>..with Aquinas, that coder! habitu dilie © 
| g:mus Deumy :&r. prozimum ; bur then ſcripts Pariſienſs in Z*>®; ſent. dift.” 
-38, che derermſaes that diligere proximum is velle eum condiligere Dun, 
Dico, quod eodem babitu diligimus Brum & proximum, quia eodem attu 
vole vel diligo Deum in ſt, & Lolo proximum Deum in ſe F 7g perfefte 
autem amans, dilettum vnlt diligi, & Deus, qui eft bonum commune nor: 
| . onlt efſe bonum particulare, ideo babens babitum talem, cums attus pre- 
cipitur in communi, quod poſſbiie ef fieri, poteft diligere Deum, & proxi- 
mum velle Deum diligere, quia eddem-babitu poſſum ttndere in objeFum, 
+ reflei ſuper illud, ergo eadem charitate poſſum diligere Deum, .&+ velle 
proximum diligere Dewn : & boc eft diligere proximum, quod eft reſpefiu 
O  boneſti. Luod probatur ex boc, quod ifta duo, ſe. alquid wille, '&+ dili- 
gere, ſunt ejuſdemrationis. To love our Neighbeur, is to will, that to-" 
ether with us he ſheuld love God. Scotys then doth noert take the love 
of out Neighbour in ſach a latitude as the Defendant, bur far more re-= 
"0 ſtrained! | We F 
ee” wont "HH Aquinas his opinion be, that the habitual love of God, 
zad the habuns ove of our neighbour be one ſimple and indivifible ha- 
bit; one ſpecie infima, then his opinion may be impugned by two argu- 
ments, \in the ſolution of which the Diſendaxt may do well to take ſome 
| INS» ' | 
| het. arguivent is becauſe the habitual loye of God is or ought ro be 
| more intenſe then the habitualipve of our Neighbour : and this inequa- 
lity iz an argument of 4: real eſſenzial, and conſequently ſpecifical diftia- 
Rion, For it canaor- be Mein eade ow Fo ROSIE numero tan- 
tim diver(a» u0n poſſunt eſſe in eodem ſubjefto ſimul. 
— Re dat love win and the babitual love of dur 
"Neighbour were one and the ſame ſpecifieally, then the aRs of love that 
arererminated-ro our-Neighbour, all Duries of the Second Table woutd 
b be elicite as of the habitual loye of God z- whereas 'tis evident, rhey 
are onely imprrate afts thereof, | 7 , Os 
-. Bur the Defendant objets pag233>234- Thar Ged and cur Neigh- 
 bour; are beloved fer one and the ſame forma! reaſon or objeft, and 
we 4 therefore the+ habit -of Divine love cowards them muff be o3e and thi 


£ ” .* Umathisirmway be anſwered. .. |. ; - Ns * uy 

a, +» Fiſt," Thar the Hove of Ged, andthe love of our Neighbour, have 

| '* ",-onc farthel-altimate objeft or metive-;. Yer their formal inimediate oljetts 

*migy bealifferent. ' T he formal object or motive of our love of God'is his 

teGroantf; conkiderce as ins « bimſelf, and the ilMimediate ſhoes 
Pf 5. 2 : Ila 
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By H. #nderands by ve alfs of Ciniff s Love of Godlj 
obje&t of our leye of our Neighbour, is the Gooddarf of God rommuniee= 
ted unto, and ſhining in, our Neighbour, | 74 | 

S-condly, the formal obj: be on? and rhe ſame, yer the appli= - 
egtioa rheredf,: and th: way of tendency thereunts, is far drfferext, Ppr- 
"cis applied-nfiro God. jntrinſerally, unco our Neighbour extrinfecalty : 
Uaro( d as the exd, unto our Nei bour as the means. And therefore 
out loy: of Godis called Chrgtas finis, and che leve of our Neighbour 

Cbaritas propt# finem, To clear this, I ſhall quote the words of ' Suarex) \ 
Meraph. dilp. 44 . ſe&.11,m 30. Advertendum eft in omni babitu dats: 
ex parte obje(ti. aliquam ratibeem teadend! in Hud, HAM NaH Um pperan- - 
di poſſumus appeltare, &c. babitus antem voluntatis tendunt ad proſequen- 
drum aliquod ” : oman antem proſecutto boni « *ax aliquo motive, ſex. 
ex aliqud ratione bujtatis, que voluntatem attrahnt, Hoc ergo motivum 
ſeu ratio tendendi, eft abſque diebio, qua dat adFui ſpecificam rationem, 
que teadem erit, f equaliter aut eodems mode per. attys attingatur : quia 
ſemper id, quod eft formale, eft quod dat ſpeciem : materiale autem oft 
qyaſs per accidens, vel individuale, reſpetiu tatis attds. Dice autem, 
aqualiter vel eodem modo talem rationem tendat, nam Contneit unalt er . 
eaudeni rationem tendenli non «que applicari diverfis materits,, + idea , © 
20n codem modo attingi "= attus. ut eft, v. g. bonitas divina quatenuc - 
eft in Deo, &> reddit illum amabilem, wel quatenus per quendame_ reſpe- 


—_—\ 5» 
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* Gum applicatur proximo, ut illum etiam amabilemreddat. Nam lice la 


bonitas im [e una fit, nan tamenillivtebus eque convenit ; en ided motius h 
tendendi in illam non eft idem, Et idems eff univer ſum de bonitate finit, re- BE. 
ſpe Fu ipfus fnis,, & reſpein midioryim, & de familibus, 'in quibus ratio 
tendend; alteri intrinſ*ce2 alurs vero extrinſtcs" applicatur, I confeſs Sua- 
rex holds, that che habicual love of God and the habitual love of. our. 
Neighbour arc bur oe in4ivifible habit, Bur this is no hinderagcey but 
thar we may make uſe of his words againſt himſelf; and the tather,, be- 
cauſe whart afterwards may be pidked our of him inanfwerhercuntos is FY 
very unſacisfying : T he urmoſt rhar he ſaich'is, rharthers is -a neceſſary 
£onuexion betwixt the a&5of the love of God, and the love of our neigh». . 
bour ; he ſaith the ſame, of other as , Bur this connetlion of the aQs, 
doth ,nor prove an unity of the babits, The babits may be connexed as 
well as the at#s; and cennexion, if it be-yeab, /implicrh a real diftindti> | 
23. And*cis very obfervable, char Swereq himſelf infers- fremwhe con; 
nexion of as onecly.s paſibility, nor a peceſſity of the uaityof che;babig, T 
Tandem, quando gtius ipfe fialt inter ſe connexi; && quaſs radicatiin ali- 
quo primo, tun etram po ent babere prailem connexionem... ſaltem uirtuc _ 
em, in ipſo babitu : ergo quantwn eff ex boc capite, 6 ahad von.abftet, wh 
poterit idem indiviſibilis babitus efſe principium bujuſmadi aifunm. Dip. Tn. 
& ſe, predift. n-32-, Bur I ſhall nor # wiv waar y conrend/abourthis 
maceer, but leave it to'the- judgement of the learned Reader; [*,1 ff * 
| Here I'hi ts rfe Froms the Defendant, ro dextheopinie - A 
is who. fazineain, cha "ris 
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FS Los remark two things m9, routhing this ſeeond'Evalion of 


theſerhat are Iaonrdi ately 3erntinated v5 God binaſelf, 
pretty illuſtcario), from cheir rener of lnzge-wortkip, Look (Tay they) 
as #1 Image and its Prototyp? are worthipped with one and the Jaxve wor- 
Je: ſo God and our Neighbour: are loved with one and the [ame att 
OLE. . , » Re 3a N 

- But the real diſtin ion of rhewntfs of the love of God ve of 
our Nerghbour, I ſhall prove frgmyfour Arguments, © — Ga 

| I. From their fep2rability *thire may be an anal loue of God, When 
at th: {ame time there is yt '242Fual love of ourNeiebbour. \And fo 
arain on the other fide, there may be antral loveof our Neighbour, 
when ar rhe. ſame time there is oncly virta11 or habitual love of God : 
For at the ſame time there may*nor be any 2ttual cogitation of God. 


SE «. 


* Now things that nay Teally be ſeparated, are queſtionleſs really diftin- 


w/hhed. ; , 

off From their inequality 5 The love of God onghtro bemore intenſe 

chen the love of 'our Neighboarz ( for it is te be with #/{tb8 ſouly heart, 

Fight andft ength ) ahd therefore *ris really diftinpuiſhed'thereffom. - / 
3- Fromthe depindency of the love of our Neighbuut upon the love of 

God: The aftual loye of Ged is the efficient cauſe of the actual love of 

=> -— and the efficient and the ft are alvayes really drftin- 


” 4- From his may be drawn another Argument, proceeding from the 
poieny of the attual lore'of vuc Neighbour, unts our aRual leve of 
Gyl:' For being! the efeZF thereof, ic miſt needs be afecr it, and char 
really I parte ret, and not onely in regard of our-4onfiderttioen,, Now 
this is an evidence of the reel diffixfion of-rheſe atFs; for if they were 
on? and the ſame a really, then one and the ſave thing ſhould be really 
bork hefore and after ir ſelf : which is a manifeſt contradiftion. - 
"'Bur I recurn unto oar Defendant , and uno his: ſceond Arguments 
which, he purſues very copioufly P.336, &f. u/q4e 2d'3.44. The fam of 
it is this, There ate nor onely perfeft and effefual, ' bur allo imperſeft, 
conditionate, and uneffefual aQs of Chrifts will,” and thoſe ate graduathy 
&Riguiſhed Com theſe, &c, * | v1 | 
Bur 'what of all this ? it will nor therefore follow, 'thar one a of 
Chrcilts loye. of God'is mbre, Intenſe then another a, unleſs you can 
; thar theſe imperf?lt and uncfſt#u4l as of Chriſts Wil, are eli- 
Q Yoper q0d fotmiul 28s of hijs love of God." This is a thing that you 
al # preſuppoſe, bur Kkvc not proved,” not never can preve. Nor 


nel) Se olaftical D;vix*s, but a that have any moderare infight intro 


- 


ot; 


Prifi al Divinity will tell you Maſter Defendant, thar ro ſaythar Chrifts 
«tual lovegf Gat imperfe 8, uneffe ral, ronditionate, is ans 1$107ant, 


and then proceed unto a third, , _ 2h av 
xMi le Goh *whith Dr. Htiwerd ſpeaks of, is 
e Defendaut?) frequemly the «ivr of loyiag, bur a term 
rob! 7; ag] yet he aih p:70. thar the afts of Chriſts ove. 
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14 * Bj Atul hantin Dr.Þ. is meant thedtlionof loving; 
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of God, gre ſome of them terminated immediately on Ged, and others 
of them'on us mens &c. By this then it ſeems that the ſuppoſed urmoſt 
rexm of the aRian of loying in Chriſt, is cerminared further unto ano- 
ther term, if not effetive, yer objedtive, Now this is a very deep ſub- 
tilty the cleatexplication and confirmation. of which, we ſhall juſtly ex- 
peR from the Defendant. | | 
4/2; The Defendant grants, that the outward expreſſions of love, are nor 
love it ſelf, and wonders that I can be ſo uncharitable, as to think that 
Dr, Hammod was a man of. ſo ſhallow and ſlender parts, as to take the 
outward expreſſioxs of love for love it ſelf, pag.84,90,95- And yer he. 
rells us, that Dr. Hamwmend takes Chritts aRual love of God, in ſuch a 
latitude or amplitude, as that it contains the whole duty of man towards 
Gcd and our Neighbour, whatſoever is good and excellent in him, ' 
P28+2.16521990c.. Now the outward exprefſiens of the love of God, are 
2 part of man's duty, and therefore, by the Defendant, are the love of, 
Ged in Dr. Hammand's ſenſe of the word; How the Defendant will res. 
concile this, the event willſhew. | EE”. © 
But go we. on unto, the third Evaſion of the Defendant. He diſtinguilhe. 

eth of a two-fold aftual love; 1. the ation of loving ; 2. the term of 
that ation, a quality produced thereby, which for want of words js cal- 
led love, New.-Dr, Hammond { he: ſaith) is ro be underſtood of the 
latter, rhe $erm,.,and not of the former, the ation of leaving. p.21,22, 
25» Oc, uſque ad .42573»741755167T51159116,1175118,120,121, 18.44: 
I25,126,137,128,129,13095211,2124113,214. | 

- Bur firſt ſuppoſe, though nor grant, that there were ſuch a term of the 
immaxzent_attion of loving, yet this cannot be the «dual Divine love 
which Dr. H. ſpeaks of. For, DO EL | | 

1. The a&u4l love which he ſpeaks ofy is the matter of thar'Cam- 

mandement, Deut. 6. 5. Thos fhalt love the Lord thy God with all thine. 
beart, &c. Now that the ſuppoſed term of the immanent ation of loys is 
not in any probability. For, 

I. That is moſt likely ro be the marter of this Precepe, whoſe being 
3s moſt undeniable, and uncontroverred © but the exiſtence of imma- 
rent ations is leſs queſtioned, then that of their terms. The exiſtence 
of theſe. hath been much queſtioned þy -many ſubril Philo ers; 
and'ſertinp afide Philoſophers, the melt of. men never ſo much as 
4reame of. them, Take ten rational.and knowing men that never 
heard of this Queſtion, As omnis aftio babeat terminum ? and\demand 
ef them, whether they think, thar by the immanent a#ions of their 


. ſenſes, their under Randings, and wills, they preduce within them» A. | 


ſelves certain qualities of the ſame name with the adtions themſtlues 2. - 
and I am confident thar moſt, if nor all of them, willretyrg a ega® is. | 
| ne A L144 Tp Fr ra EA "ya T7 WO 3g 
3. 'The matter of this precept, is of. a very 1Mporrant, Beneral, gm7. 
neceſſary obligation : and therefore it muſt be ebyjour and evident ubp: - 
All that bave the uſe of their reaſon, ſo that thy knowledge of KW PF; --S 
; : « Dy 0. ps, Sb < 
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+ fendant rakes notice of no. Diſſenters, b.t my ſelf and my poor Maſter 
| 
| 
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ft! dame perſwaſion. Ovieds chough he. blame Cajetan, and 


a " , 
z 


- 2, IM | ; "oF - x "AA 

oct 2006 arp effective, terms rhtredf ins ot I5 ©; 

-- begained withour any great difficulty ,.. bur now the: pretended teryne - 

of the action-of loving, is a very dark and abſtcuſe rhing.,; and. it will 

be a very difficule marrer r6 make_un/earned men underftand it : Nay 

I believe manygreat Sc#0/ars are yet: ſtrangers to what the School- 

men ſay about the nature of its ca 

3. We may and ought mp the fencerity of that loV®of 

- inas which is commanded D*ut.6.5. Bur ic would be .zewi\Divini | 

.- ſay thar we are to examine the t:rms of the immanent . abHons of divine 
love, whether they be in us or no: men may with ſame. certainty re- 
views and refle& upom the habit of love, and the immanent ations , 
thereof ; bur their reflex knowledg of che !cr#7s thereof. can. be bur 

- ConjetfFural, 

-{ 2. The Loveof which Dr. Hammond ſpeaks, i<zby the Defendant , ſuch 

wherein there is exerciſed that freedome of the wills which is uſyally cal- 

+ led a freedome.of 4ndifferency ; Bur there is no freedome of the will ex- 
erciſed, inthe ſuppoſed terms of the 1mmanent ation ; for they preſup=- 
poſing the actions, are _— to be neceſſary and unavsidaple, and 
therefore the will hath no indifferency unto them 2 the well indeed is a 
free cauſe of the ation of loving; Þut thisactions if it be the cauſe of 
a terme, it is the natural and neceſſary cauſe thereof, Þ 
: 3. The Terme of the immanent action of loying iscalled /ove, ſaith 
the Defendant, for want: of ſufficient words : bur. ro affirm this of thar 
aftual love'which, Dr- Hammond ſpeaks of, is vecy very ridiculous, For of 
that love (ſaith he) Love is predicated as a genus; and ſo in primo mods 
aicendi per ſe : the love therefore that Dr. H,:ymend meant,. cannot be 
the terme of the immanent action of loving. YEE Ke 

Bur ſecondly, .It is denyed alſo by many great both Philoſophers and 
Divines, that chere is. any ſuch terme as the. zmmnent ation. of loving : 
and they Tayrhe-ſame of all. other immanzcar actions. - Indeed. our -De- 


Scbeibler. Bar this bewrayes this groſs ignorance in the School-men, ma- 
ny of - whom lead rhe way unto Scheibler into this his opinion,. and go 
herein « great deale farther then he. Durand is very expreſs for ir, Lib. | 
1:6F.27.9.2. Caprcolus l,1.dift, 23.4.2. quores alſo Aurtolus, Petrus de j 
Palude, Gerar. de: Carm'ln, as of the ſane jadgment unto theſe I may | 
add Scatus upon the ſame D;R. que}. 3. and rwo Eminent Scotifts, Philip, 
Faber F av:intin's, lib. 1. diſp.z1..and R:d4 1. 1, Comroverſ.9. repreſent 
this to be the Common opinion of the follewers of Scetus, Unza all | = 
theſe ler m2 furcher ſubjoyn Kzp#el! Averſa Philoſ, rom..z. q. 58. Sect, 3, } 
And Franciſcus bone ſpe# in lip, de anima. Diſp. , dub. 3. who megtions 
Lot 
« x other Tbomifts, fordenyiag actual incellection to have a terme, becauſe 
# 7 every acrienihe thinks is prodncxive of ſem term: or others yet he thinks 
"ſ "this opinion>may 'bs ſo imexpreted, AS £0 be drawn into a.good ſenſe ; 


and thatisdone (he ſuppoſerh} by making the rerme not,to be really di- 
Rincr, -burche ſame: with acual intellection, Hec opinio jure ab rg 
hy þ w? A Wo 3 : . 70! 45 * 5 
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vel in a(Þ i fcarh cum termino, .qued fic oftende'*. Wiraque opinis 
conſt intclleftionem in entitate lam. remediate ab iintill: Fu di- 


| Arguments on both fides. 


Fenix eff, þ 


LY 


thoſe that ave bmeme) es ly terminated 8n:Cod bimſelf. 


Th { loquendi mod atte mperarety mia-quidem ſententia gptimeyoſs 


defendi, Byiftimo enim tantum in I -deſcedere > ſenten's 
quam poſtet —— preferam, aſſerente intellefionem conſeftere — 
tate immedi ſteipſanm nulld-inerjettd attione i princepio dimanaute, 


"*2nte per ſuammet entitatem, ex v1 cujus ntclleft is in att [ccundo con- 
ftitxitur formaliter intelligens : Ergo tantum differunt be due opiniones, 
ex'to quod una entitatem banc eſſentialiter per ſnam entitatem ab intePettu 
dependentem, &>-nullum diſtinfium terminum reſpichenrtm tocat aftionem 
finc termino ; &y altera eandemmet entitatem worat affronem cum terming 
kdentificatam, Neutra enim barum opinionum novam fariralitatem conce- 
dit, vel negat, quam altera opinie diverſs- modo defendut* De agima Con- - 
troy, 6.punct. 1.5.1, It were an cafic matter to produce” many other reſt» 
monies : Bur rhe maatter muſt nor be carried by the rumber of voices, bue 
by the weight of Arguments, And therefore hall 'next propougd the 


The Argumeius fer the, Negative may be.ranged inte we forts, the 


* Fiſt prove thar ſome iramagege actions have xo terms; the ſecond, thas ws 


immanent actions have any terme. IEEE.” 
The t. That [ome immanent attions have uo terms. Cajtten, 4s it is 
faid, determineth that intuitive. intelleffions have no term-and ſuck 
arc the Beatifical Viſcea. of the Saints in Ncaven, the Angels: inn 
ſuitions of chemfelves. And the reafon which be giveth is,. Becauſe the 
Objefts of ſuch intelke Fions are per ſe.prefent unto them, and intimarciy». 
I nn ene; 1 Bull wht uals aps. o Argants ments of: 
ut. ofnitting Cajetay, iohft: y.upon. ig. uments of: 
Scheibler, which f referook unto in'my refuration of Dr, Hammonds. 
*'Exlarir2cgy. The Defendant is plcaſed inderifon, xo call him my:Ma» 
ſter : But where the wit of the Sarcaſme lierthy is hieft, if not onely known 
unto himſelf. IF his meaning be, that I have no Metaglyfchs but-whae 
I learn'd from him, unto this I. ſhall make yo. oragec :: though hci 
his Epifele Dedicatory, vain: gloriouſly beaſteth of his Rbetaricts .yerl aus; 
not ſo fooliſh as ro ſay any thing of my: Miteplyſes: Bur if be-meamw 
that Sche:bler is bur. a poor and forry Maſter, one that cao zeech me but. 
little in Mttaphyſcal Learning,a vulgar Autheyyonc tes low far Doftor H., 
ro conſult,pzg.26. One rhar facſt igucdin candle ar the raper of Sarees 
p.1f'9 1 ſhall then refer the Reader unto Dr.Barlow hjs Epiltle prefixed. 
unro Scbeibler's Metaphyſichs, and by that the Regder .wall By facizhed:- 


* 
_ 


rouching the falfhoad, pride, and immonefly of this genſuree: 
we unto Scheiblers Argument. . Metaph. lib. 4. tap, z0-8-30;, | 
omnes attus immanrntes babeant termigosypatere Outs ftens omarna 

manentes efſent wrotiſlttet; froetfttiryi. Per-revmonugs ex 
telligitur qui per affroncm producitur. At attie poſtquany edi 
we effeFrix, Abſurd autem oft omnev.4 Fines oft 
em paret ex diferimme arts, or produit. rs 
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Whether al TmmdiutarAibtons have. 

16, "Etbis, que 'per "agere »& facere atjiinguuntur. '' Et confirma- 
tur 2 quod nultus poſſit dari terminus »' qui producatur ptr attionts 
aliquas' immanentes, Onid enim producity  v, g.”.intetfefFio vel vis 
fo." *Nibil* bic dici ſpccios poteft , quim quod. per+ifigg-a, 

cur! notitiw: babitualis, Sed bec imprimis per -accidens "oft. 
illos, ut bis etiam ſerena Saree d, tl, aluque.. ,-The 

; - reduced unto form franderh rhys. ans 


If evety immanent acrion be productive of a term, 


> fy can .or. work y then every immanent action. is poiericall or 
Ve; 1; effeftive, ; | "—t1; - - ” 
[of pies But. ſome immanent actions are not poictical or ef- 
SET <3 fective : 33015 
| Therefore ſome immanent actions are not producrt;ve 
| | :of. any term Or work. pM 


*. The ſrquel! of- the Major may be confirmed from this, -becauſg 
wwoiueig* or (ffefio is nothing clſe-but "thee produRion df ſome” term 


or work. 


If ir be obje&ed thar effeRion is properly onely in an exrerna] 
marrer » e fficert * ea propris dicimr , - que"extra edimus :' Unto this 
you” *tnfay have an anſwer in'Sc *s" intreduRion to Logick, 
"64p.”2;' 5,*35;' Khere he ſheweth'*this to! be falſe. For there be, 
m3 Ne tRere declareth , internal as well as external: | yr As 
:the making of a Syllogiſm in the'mind; and we may ſay the ſame 
of definicions, divifions, and propolitions. ' © Falſum && , inquir, 
<<c quod * dicitur :' Ea' ranwum proprie effici , quz exrta eduntur. 
« Nam effeRio eſt omnis_iſta operatio, ad quam opus ſequirur, five 
->&exrra'nos} five intra nos fir ; arque fic faQtiv ſyllogiſmi, erfi in 
<cmente noftr3 cunt formamus, eft reveri effc&tioc ' Probatur : Hmnis 
cc geſtra" crudira operatio eſt-vel ſpeeulatio, 'vel praxis, vel worno1s 
"« hoc eft effc&io. Ar fatto Syllogilmi non eſt ſpeculatio, '( hec cnim 
«tahtum eft ſecundim habitus ſpeculatives.) Nec praxis , hzc caim 
« tantum fir" per dire&ionem_ ratjonis faRam ſecundum priſdentiamy 
<< yel virtutern. moralem, Ergo' eft Effe&js. With Scbribler all thoſe 
-c6ncur 1 chat make 274 tb be the genes of Logick -for they ſay, 
thar' the" effeRion, 'whith” is "proper 'Urſto*af5 57 a#y de; and vfren 15 


"4% in a9. Feral, "well a5 in, an"externsl garter. $6 Deftor Savh- | 
* -derſor' Ini Wis ficlt (Appendix Pe wfu Lagice pag.t30s, © Effectio, quz 
. a ©" cN-proprie zcrivoperario, non wi 35 cfſt-in-miateri3 invernas: quam 
= F© ex horrified by cen biſin bf 
þ 
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& D:fendont ſays, thar the ſeque! is very 3nfi199, and moſt evis 
Falſe, pag. 28. wt | 
And whyTo I pray ? : | 
6: Why firff, *cis nertrue of all tranſient ations, that cheir terms muſt 
« remain aſter the aRicn is ended, &#c. 
&« And ſecondly, *tis nor tree of 'all ations thar are artificial, and fo 
« confeſfedly poictical, that” their'terms 'and work do remain after the = 
<- ation is paſt, as appears in the'artificial ations of finging, and play- | | 
&« ;ng on the Lure, and other muftcal Inſtruments : and this ( faith he) 
« js ſufficient ro p: ove the inconſequence of his argument, and che weak- 
© neſs of wharſocever proof the Refurer ſhall draw from it. p.29. 
Any rational by-ſander muſt needs here wonder at the Defendants 
confidence, that I give it not another name: For all this nothing infrin* | 
geth the ronſequence of the forementioned Syllogiſme : To manifeſt »” 
which, I ſhall reduce it unto a Categerical Syllogiſm, by due change of | 
the Major, ny | 
| Ks immanent ation produRtive of a term or work is effefive or 
poierigat. _ | £ | .- 
Bur ſome immanent adtions are not effefive or poiecical. .__- ;; 
Therefore ſome immanent attiaxt arc por prodyiive of a term. ;worky 
News Sir, apply wha you ſay unto the ayer, and you will figd thar 
it ns way oppoſerth ir. There be ( you ſay) ſome tranfiext ations which 
have terms that are not permanent or laſting after the aQjonsare cnded;; 
therefore every immanent ation produRive of a term is noreffertive ar 
poietical. A moſt rare and excellent conſequence, which follows } bace- 
ls ad angulum, in. } e 3:41 | 6:30 21; y Is I, "#7: Fd. 
| And your nexx is of thelike, that is, vo.force. . There be ſame anifi- 
cial aRions which are confeffedly poietical, whoſe rerms;or works do goc 
remain after the aRionsare paſt ; as appeareth. in the artificial a&ions of 
Singing, and playing on the Lute, Therefore every immanent action pro- 
duttive of a term, is not effective or poittical. The Reader by this may 
ſee, that the Argument ſtands unſhakeable in ir ſelf, notrithſtandin? 
all the oppofirion of rbis daring Defendant, 1,» 
. .- Bur I pertcivebe catcheth ar an mcominodious eprrihgs, in his pro- 
. Poſal of the Argument, and.jn his Anſwer: to the firſt reaſan,of Suareg. 


Ia the ext he ſaith, 4ctio Lab ra's reli 
en 


oh op etrix. fad es pos 1s Qbje& 
 falch, Nox gmnis cauſalitas et per madunn p . 
9501: per- wan; ov; producatur aliquid ft 
theſe pallages T believe ir ix 
opinion is, that otyets or p 


is the making | of. 


Kence in the 


be made —_— A term or work may be ſaid to remialn after the 
aQion is paſt in order ef nature; or in order of time :. Now the termof 
immanent actions remain after cheipg effection, in order 6f nature, nor 
. - _._ Time. Andrharpermanſion or remgining mey have ſuch a ſenſe, maybe 
| gathered from agorker place In Sthithler, 1ib. x. Meraph. c:16. n.17. Ni- 
Homings + ſubtrliter intueamur banc rem, videtur etiam in unico moments 
ofſe qualiſcunque permanſio, Momentum enim dicitur per defectum ſurceſſi- 
| onus temporalis, unde in eodem momento poteft zdbuc relinqui ſucceſs ſe- 
cundum privs & poſterits nature. Veluti in codem momento ſimul ſunt * 
may &: res farmata, ut ſol, & illuminatio, frue tumen, Vide de bus nature 
inftantibus diſtinctis, in eodem momento. Conin, lg. Phyſ.cap.14. 4.3 4.2. 
o | Atque ſec etiam reliuquiter, ws tall moments, faced ry Dy ut 200. 
ft prorſus repugnans, durationem & proiade fermanſionem tribuere” ett 
inflautaneo.  - EE p 
Bur our Defendant ſaith, that this of Scheibler is an utrer impertinenc 
unto the matter in hand. © But now how theſe aſſertions. ( ſauh he i 
0 ws < all. were granted { and theſe are rwo of cheſt affertions, 4ttiones 1m- 
utes alzque non babent terminum : Actio ut ſic non dicit reſp ecturk ad 
> teyminum} can anp ways mp5rnr, the Refurers preſent Argument, T 
«leave any man to:judge: For Schcibler exprefly aſſerts, that as ſome 
« iamancne ations have no terms, ſo others of them have ; and he 
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No Impuanent Attions have 
1..They all unanimouſly alledge the reſtimony of AriFotle,l,g, Metaph, 
texs.16. Ubi d;ſtinguens. aQtionem immanentem a cranfeunt z a:tillum 
difingui ad Us qi þ25 habgt gd opetaim pe jp rinquam 
recminunzg lawero, ſciller immanens null habet operdrum,” The 
Ariſtotle by Rada are thus reg red. I; quibus itur alikd quippi- 
5 quod fit yr eter uſum corums eorum acius neo, uod efficitur ineſt, 
alis eft edificatio, atque atiys texend', 1a enim un eo, quod edificatur, 
hic in eo, quod texitur ineſt, ' In quibus autem preter aftum not eft alind 
quicquam opus, in its ipſis eft ipſe athusy .nam.viſpo wn to eft ſane, quod vi- 
det, & contemplatio,. in+0 quod contemplatur, &: vita in anima, © © 
I am not ignorant of che anſwers chat Cajetay, Banus, and Capreflus 
give unto this reſtimopy of Ariſtotle ; bur they are ſuch groſs evaſions, 
as thar I ſhall for reply onely refer unto Rada, and Faber Faventings in 
the places above mentioned, But Swarcy hath anotheranſwer, which t 
ſhall lay down, and bricfly reply to. Ad primum ex tefiimanto Arifpotelis 
dicitur, Ariſtotelis ſeuteutiam non eſſe, per has attiones immanentes nibil 
fieri ; . ſed vel mbil fiert extra ipſum operantem, vel (quod magis exiſlimo 
nihil fieri, quod maneat ps ry attione : &- boc modo ait, bujuſmo 


Y . 
\ 


aftionem conſiftere in ipſo uſu, Duomodo 1. Ethicorum, cap. 1, 4its In wore 
nullis artibus operationes efſe, fines, & non aliquid per eas faftum, ut jn 
arte cytharizandi : quod necefſario intelligendum eft de terming falo, & © 
permanente, quia manet poſt aftionem ut ſupra declaravimus tratfando de 
cauſa finali, Sic crgo dicitur, per aftiones unmangntes mbil fattumn relip- ' 
ui quia per illas wbil fit, quodilys finitis maneat. Metaph. dil. 48, 
eR.3, n-20; The ſum of this is, that the meaning of .4riſfotte Is, thac 
nothing is made, or produced by immanent aR:onz, char cemainafter 
they are paſt and ended. EE. 
Bur x. There isnothing in 4riftotle that gives the leaſt countenance” 
unto this interpretation : and if men may be allowed the liberty.of de» 
vifing ſuch ſenſes of Authors for which there is no ground in them, it were 
- difficult matter to clude the moſt pregnant Authorities that can be al- 
ledged. ; | 
Secondly, If this were the meaning of Ariſtotle, then the difference of 
rranſient aRions from immanent Rands in this, that they are produRive- 
of a term or quality that remains after they are paſt or finiſhed.” Bur this 
cangot . be the difference of tranſient aRions. trom immanent; for 1 
demand, whether it” be predicated of rranficnt ations per ſe; or pF# ac- 


predicarcd of trantient ations. 


ference of them from 
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937 i : Iruflek Effetbozie Terl@ns. ©: no tiann an. © 
As for reafons to confirm the concluſions moſt of them will ſcrve | 
which are brought to prove, that intelle&ion hatrop-term. For *tis g-» 
nerally confcf{cd, thar there is,. as ro this Faccjedialy ke ſame reaſon of 
it, and all other yital immanent aRions, If then aRtual incelleR: 
no terms then.acither is chere apy tera profluced by MenQue 
ſenſes of the ſcnfirive appetites or of che will, Bur now-tharjmeel 
hath no term, no verbum mentis produced by ity Scotus proves by ſever, 
+ reaſons ;'rwo of which I hall TOC ind 25 Inaged by * Kawa, becauſe , mb&. * "4 
he-urgetch them with a great deal of 1 ſpicuiry. Prima ſe verbumn efſet oy hs 
terminus produttys per intellefFionem,, im#tpofſtb:ile eſſet nos intelligere intel- contro. | 
lettionem ipſamy quin, ſunul intelliget; rus g'iquem terminum per-ipſam 
priduct, 4 preſtrtim cum ex Diva The. p. P+q-27. 4.1. de ratione intrinſecd 
intyllettzonss fit rerminus produting ſis virhum ibi 3 tain aits' qued intellie 
gens £0 ipſo quod iatelligit product in ſtipſo aliquid ) ſicut impoſſibile eff | 
- nos jntelltgere cale{aftionem, quin ſimul inteKigamus calorem per ipſem pro- - 24 
due}, ta £q4us terminun : Conſtquens tamen eft fat ſum, nam experi- 3 
entia..canftiat, nes intclligere intellefionem, cum tamen nox recordemur, 
quod aliquad per.ipſam producatur : Ergoucrbum mentu non eft termines per 
intelleftionemproduttus, ' Probatur ſequels Majorys. ( Cttera'entimn patent )) 
quia ſe intelleftio baberet tanquan terminum propriumruerbum' ment is, di- 
ceret drainem..efſentialem, & intrinſecum ad.verbum,” ficut caltfattia ad 
celorem per ipſam produdtum, ergo noa poſſtt intel/igs ſine ordine ad ver= - 
* bum, ficut nec calefattio ſine ardine ad calorem, quia et talis ordo ei in- 
trinſecus, & efſentialis, If there were -any. word or terin,, produced 
by. inrelle&ions | it would be impoflible to underftand ;.or' conceive rhe 
ation of intclleRion, bur we muſt withal conceive' this rerax produ- 
ced thereby. Bur now the conſequent is falſe, for *ris manifeſt by ex. 
perience, . that we conceive. and apprehend the att of intelleRion, when 
we have no thoughc of any.word or term produced thereby, andtherefore 
' there is no ſuch term. - ++ <7 ks TITS 
The ſequel of the Major is thus proved :  becauſe'if intelleRion had 
ſuch a term, it would carry an effentiat and intrinſtcah order thereumto, 
as calefattion does/-unto heat,. degtbationuntawhitearf: and therefore 
it could not be conceived or underſtpod,. wichour order umto it, even as 
*ris impoſſible ro conceive-.calefa&ion Kithour order unto hear, eþc. be= 
cauſe fuch order, is.intrinſecal and elſencial unto ir, and therefore it can- 
nor. be. abſtralted therefrom, , Tbe Argument mutatis mutaudic may be 
applied unto the immanent aRions of the Will, and conc}:de that they 
alſo 'have.rorexm peared by them 2: for'if: theyhaye any fuchterins' © 
4 it yould be impoſfible_ro conceive them withour' order and-reference” 
ereunto : Bur *ris very poſſible xo conceive the immanent aftlons of the 
7 wills and not to.chirk.-of any terms produced by chem ; and for this L 
may appeal upro the boſomes; of all. men; «for their experience. will ret | 
em, har they frequently. reyiew.the ations ef theit wills, when yer" - , 
colleGion upon anycerm produced by them}... > 55th 66» 
\ hy © IL ICS. p\ [ ? 
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Ferrar. &- Ca- 
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fo verbo tan- 


Nos Immanent Aibinas hooe Intriafek Efciivoc Terms. 


A ſccond reaſon, Iatclli fits eff aims al: mms patcutre wth firoe, al- 
£imague equs perfetin{as ais Arifiteles nens Meiapbyſicorum ahi ſup, & 
1- Etbie. c. 9.) wi, ah af apo per £am.  Probatur conſequentia 2 
quia fam ilie tonmi & ulteriary, & per conſequens ipſa wor 
| 5. | Intelle&ion is the ulrimace or urmoſt aft of the n+ 
E power (as Ariſtotle ſajch in both bis Metepiyfchs and Etbicks) 

pou aothing is produced. thereby : The conſequence is provedy 
becauſe if rhefe were any term preduced by incelleRion, this ſu 

cerme would be beyond, or farther then incelleRion;g and confequent-. 
ly intclleRion would not be he; Ro or or ian at .of —_— 
ſtanding. This a ent toQ may upon the ;mpaniat apdelie. 
cate Das of- the Sills Volirion is the cpans yore the will, and the. 
urmoft perfe&tion thereof 3; and therefore, there is no rerme produced. 
"— for if there were, that terme would be a pexfettion veyens 


"Uk theſe two reaſons our of Scotus, I hall add three our af. 
Raphael Averſa Philoſ. tom, 2.4. 58. S. 3+ to: prove, that inllecrion 4 
docs ner produce verbum mentis, as 2 terme diſtinguiſhed rherefram. | 

The frft.is the uſeleſneſe of this 8erme or quality;.no. uſc» office-or _ 
poſe can be aſſigned for-which it ſhould ſerve, | 

x. Ic is fad, Thar ir is for the aſſimilation of the underſtanding | 
unto the object known, Bur this aflimilation being only. iz. efſe | 
tronali op repreſent ativg, that is, is eſſe Cogntte, is is ſufkciently be yy | 
the gcriog of the underſtanding it ſelf, rhough noirerme be produced. 
by itz for when 'an object is known by the underſtanding, wa th 

repreſcared umo the underſtanding, . 

| 2. Ir is ſaid by others, that *ris neceſſary te exhibir the Ke off Pree- j 

{cnt unto the underſtanding. Burthis es trot required of the _ 

in the underſtanding is only intentional and objective 3. and tis ob= 

jeftively preſtut when 'ris atFually the objeft of oo aftion of  intelletbi> : 
ox, and therefore the afion of intelieffron renders the objelt mnteativ- 
nally preſent, though we ſuppoſe no zerme to follaw:it : 

3. * Iris "aid, Thar *cis an image, wherein the underſtanding be- 
holds the obje&t that ix underſtands. Bur now if it. have this office, 
then, hr pri an object is underſtood, the image thereof muſt. be: 
underſtood allo.. But now this is falſe, for we une": and contemplate. - 
objetts, and yer take no-untice of theſe ſeigpas tneges of thee: Nay: n: 


quan in imagine exprefſa ipſe intelle&is intueatur objectur, its ue. fs cohitionis inme> « 
diats attingat verbum, & mediante verbs Objethum, &rc. 

Neque bec ratio poteſt admitti. Prims enim non cognoſei enſue termwinum codew ipſo 
aFu, patet ab experientis. Dwi dum confderawus, & contemplamur a_ Obefhumy 4! 
conſtat wos non percigere aliuds. quam ind ſum de the wag, 37 
offerre imagingm meazantem.  Juod fs intueremut uhm imagine, Tealiter 4.0 
ftinflam, id nos non lateret, &> fine dubio thideater diſcerntremes; nes intagri:t 
Linem, ſicut evidenter diſcernimus, quicquid alind ex parte objefi rg 
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have ſwallowed this dictace, omnis attio babet 
- thei! an# what ſthſe' of feeling (1 mean Jeaow! 
'0n)" ticy have'of chen, paſſerh my Ne 


TY he En 


» 


terminsmn, 


Le OY 
A ſecontreaſon'thar 1 ſhall'trge our of Averſz, is, that hoſe that 


that intel{e(Fion bath a terme,which they call verbum rentis,*doalſo affirm 


that rhis cerme is propter intelfeFiivnem ; Now non eſt ponendus termilius 
po attionem, ſcd atfFio propter terminum': Non enim quicquam eſt ad 

* ut-producatur, fed produttio exercetur ad boc, wt res produtt: ponatur. 
Nom" bent ergo," ſuppoſita jm intefeftidte, qua diciiu/ Wd copnitio objefti, 
poxituy verbum propter ll am, tanquam'termigyes propter” attionexs : ſed oe 
tins,” ff imelleffio” eſſct atfio produttiva hi, deberet ipſa efſe, &+ exer- 
cer propter verbum. ' Citm ergo printipaliter &+ ger ſe conſtet, dari intel« 
lethionem que eft cognitio dbjetti, cenſendum poluns effet ip ſam intelleft1- 
anim fierfyev abim attionem;' quam intelefHonem tefſe attionem per quam 
fiat albiis terminus. SMILED Het LT C1. 


o 


A thin 1gſM8; becauſe” the vermee: bf an action; *% more noble io 


ercellint then rhe'dFfivre ic :/Hlf'; burſuppoſe chete be 4 7H» me * intelle- 
etion, it cannot be more noble then #ntellefion, The Beatifical viken is 
anueridh of the'underſtanding} but ſuppoſe it have a rrme, yer I. can- 

ot titted thereby in perfection; for in (as the Thomiſts derer- 
miheYRafds our hap 4 and our urmeſt cnd. * New if one. intellection 
be nor uRive of a term, then to þe productive of a term, doth not 
apreCper ſe ant vſentialty aro; imelleRion : for thar which agreerh un- 
ro intelteRionper ſe, agreeth-anto every intelſection, 'becuſe 2 per ſt ad 


Nox ergo poteſt addi alned verbiam, quod fit terminus intellectionss, Et plant 
pegtat, wiked airqui- ox ar1s reſpondent, in actibus immanentibus 


attionrs efſe' pr aftuutiorem:termins; -& termauanl efſe pripter action: ns. 1d 
-enini manifeſts tft contrevetionem & ordinem intrinſtenf actven's, of ter- 
Wha Thus you ſee that ixreilicrion hath no term; and if rhatharh nones 


;#Scq neither haye the immanent'aiRons ofthe 15l] any. 
$5 © Bur Oviedo hath a diftin& and peculiar Argument concerning the aRi- 


of love; Dr aijwra controv.s. pr. ſect.3. In amore, de quo eadem eff 
"tt. # invellzetions, ſprciale inftituitur argumentum ad;probandumn in 
ihe cronfftevi; 'ox quy infer enens talem atfenrs cxfere terming, 9132 int 
Et ark ebik rd oft; Argumentam eg! (02 cognitiq in amnunm 
ou i: preventing a amvren, [td roputio tamie requiritur ad atito- 
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No Imman atÞivk hatldich of tval reſpethth xveffettive terw, » 

ſuch images are hidden" from rice "moſt If men; fence bur theſe rhac 
are privy ro 
and; prehenſi- 


- 


24 


new voluntatu 1 H1go-in bas aRione conſſtit ratio amoris, Probe mynorem, 


_ underſtanding and will, te be only :qualiries, and nor predicamental atim 


. them. wich. his. own -apinieni ; and 
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in the a(:on, and not.in the term, ao MBs oY 
, Ir may here perhaps. be objefied,, Thar all the ſh @vutbors'which-T have 
mentioned, differ from.mez for they-make the-irgmgnear. ations. of the L 


ons : they are only (fay:they) Grammatical aions'; that is, they are f 
word:d and expreſſed, after .the manner of ations , they. are-a@ivas- — . 
(faith Rada) aan abſolute &:. ſimpliciter, ſed ſecundum: quid. & fanilitu® ©  __ 


dinarte. \ 2 \ T M9163 05:4 39 9 bf 
1 confeſs this difference berwixt their opinien and mine;:; bur -this dife... -.. 
ference is: nor: Mggerial, for it nething advantageth the adverſary, nor 
prejudiceth me; and the arguments may be confidered ſo abſtratiiy,, as | | 
that they may very well be applycd unto my opinion. "EF 

Ovieas tels us of -fome Thom:ſts, who agree with me _in making ,iutel- 
tection, .( and the,xſame may. be, ſaid of . Volition ) to, . conliſt 
in an ativan not having any, termec + Bur + he. goes 'te, reconcile 
| againſt:chis reconciliation, he J 
propounds.the ſame ObjeRion, that I'now.amemtioned'3 viz, that thoſe 
Themiſts which, he ſpeaks of, held incelle&zon xe be a preper aRions 
whereas he made ir only. a qzality.. Unterchis he anſwers, That the dif- 
fcrence is not material,bur only made loquendi.: His words I ſhall inſert ar 
latge, becauſe L judgp chemi very-pertinene*ugce our! preſent, purpaſe,; 
E-Dices jn *rei differre has: opmioncs,- quia. Thewi 


iſtarum opinio alcrits 
<< jars antiraters efſe purary ationtmy, alters yers opinio formalicgxet 
« qualitatis in illa aRtione cognoſcie. ' -Contra, formaliras qualitats a4, 
« hac opinione in -qualitate-conſt itutas jn eo:deber copſiſterey Harty 


. 
. 


© entitas rali modo 'afficiat ſuþjeAums, iUudque formalicer.iconſtiruas jngs 
«« relligens,  & .informarum: propria; objeRi repreſentations; @ imagine. 
« ſed.in opiniene afferente.illten o« ares ini qug 3mcclleQie confluny \ 
&.qur..effe pr _— eq enyrc et e - ;bjctum, iladgues 
5« exdem ratione confticuir.intcilighns, &.infoumar gatauemreprivent 
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can be ſaid co exchude them from the Predicaments. | r be [. 
As for Papiſts Suarex confefſeth thar there are many Themiſts of this | 

opinion, Metapb, diſp. 48. Sect. 2. 8.5. ** Secunda ſencemtia negar effede 

« ;ntrinſec3 efſenti3 aRioni ut fir, habere terminum,. qui per cam flac . 
&« ad quem dicar refpeftum, deefſentia (inquam) aRionis quatequy et 
& proprium-quoddam genus fummum-abaliis diſtinarum, quia ſub eo ges 

cc.nere quzdam ſunt acrienes habenres rerminum, aliz non, Habenees 

« rerminum ſune acriones tranſeuntes,. in quo hec- ſententia coonenic | 
c« cum prxcedemi. Qua vero non habent termigum ſunc acc h 

w- ii 


<< mancentcs, de quibus longe diverſo modo ſentit hxc ſentre 

« prxcedens: Exiſtimat enim has acriones immanentes effe 

« mas actiones de genere & przdicaments actionis, efle ramen puras acti- 

; * ones quz nullum terminum intrinſecum, per ſe loquendo, prodgcunt, 

; _ «& ſed inamediare per ſeſe atringumr ſua objecta. Ita ſentiunr' de actioni> 

© bus immanemibus multi ex diſcipulis Diyi Thomz :. nam licte paculi- 

| Cc axriter tribuant imellectioni, quod producat verbum tanquam intrinſe- 

; 6 cum effectum; ramen nec fimilem aut proportienalems: effecrum tribu- 
| £m « ug orani acrioni immanenti, nam; in 'actionibus ſenſuum, & urriuf- 
| « que appeticus id fere emnes negant.: : Neque ine ſe conveniunt. in 

| & attribucgdo illo effectu omni incellectionis, nam qui olim; prop 

33 © cer abſemtiam objecti .in- quibuſdam intellectipaibus illum effecuum 

| . « requirugt.. Nec denique videntur ponere illud verbum per modus | 

cc proprii termini ixtetefionis ut acrionis producentis, qui 

« bum & incellectionem effe res omninddiſti | 
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« miſtz & alii Mederni-Incerpreres D> Ther, + 
«< & Javel. g. Metaph. q. 16, Ubi non. nuwmeorar” mw 
© immanenciums nifi habirus, ad ques 


- 
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T Ie 
©-%: 


& agendi, qudm ue acriones : in quo ſatis declarats 
© haberc sermings intrigſecos proprie dictos. 


Suarer propounds three gr { they A » | ſ#- 


illas actiones non 


are common unto'them with. orf ] 
and peculiar unto them, © Terrio pureſt adjungi 
© Cctiones non _ A natura Em - DP Fr ucengums nc 
ut agens per illas cqmmunicer efle, ſed ur cas potontiz ſeſe - 
&& i ers ſuis: Ergo fine cauſi oCabur bis actionibus quod 
 aliquid pxoducant, Theſe actions, are by Nature inſtirured for chis 
end; thac. by them their Powers may unice thenglelves wich their Ob= ' 
Jects::. bur this union may be. performed without production of any 
us hor is 2 quality, and therefore theſe actions have no term that is 8 
quality. £9 ORs : = 
Whereas .Swarex, ſaith in anſwer, that the unioz - is ſufficiently Me- 
Zapborical, this ge ways weakens, bur rather ferrificth the Argument+ 
For ugro a Metapharical. union of powers umo their objetFs, whacs 
= is there that there fhoyld be produced de xoves' real and phyſical 
qualities, F T5 ic BE 4 $a: 
.Bue co: ſay.norhing further of cheſe Thomifts, I ſhall crouble the Rea- 
der but with one Author more, and *cis a very late one, Frayciſtus Bone 
i 2 That which. 1 conceive in him rg be moſt pertinent, 1 ſhall here 
anſcribe, /in (1b, de anima, diſp.rr. dub.z. Dico g, intellefiio formali- 
88. coufsftit in ations ſine termino xealuter I ſe diſtingio. 1. Contra Mo- 
lingty 2. parte, &.Lonmiricenſes, Scotum, Lefſium, Hurtadum, ' Fon- 
ſtram; Gonralen, ers. docentes 1am quidem formaliter confiftere in atti- 
one, ſed habere terminum realiter a ſe diflinftum. 2. Contra Vaſquez 
2, part. Suareg, etiam x. parte, Valentiam, Salas, Arriagam, Poncium 
poſt Scotam in primum diftinf, 3. &c. docentes.illam conſefgere tn folz 
gudlitate. per .aFtionem realiter diftiniFam produtta., Coniplutenſes verd 
_—_ diſp..2.1., q. 3. in ſola gualitate , produtta fiae attione realiter 


"W | 
' © Probatur x, Ex Philoſopho.g, Mer. textu xg. apud Poncium hic, 
« ubij - congg docerts vifionis,, ſpeculationis, vice, &c. non clle aliud 
* quodJlam opus: przter cecrminum, ſeu, actionem. Er 10. Ethic, c. 3. 
Fe Nec ena virtutis operationes, ig et, intcllecuus; & volugtatis opera» 
& ziones, qualicarcs ſun. Ergo, &c. | r 
& P:ovatur 2. quia aliequi inc:llectio formaliter conſiſterery vel inacti- 
« 9ne ur pr#ciſs 2qualizace realirey, A fe diſtincia. vel in ipſ3 qualirare ut 
Fob... oene:ly. ab aRione realirer diſt ncr3,ſed neurrum dici poreſt : Ergo, &c, 
&7-+ © Probaruc minors pro prima-part- x. quia fi- imperrigens effer quali- 
FEcas ad imceecrionem, ip[3que ablata & per. im-ollia,le mancnee lols 
*. & rtione (cujrancum ſubkſtegde fervirer) remanerer.intcllectio, unde 
a *M qualiees effcr pmning. ad confticucnduma nelligencemformaliter 
po 41 TK % 
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a «6 vt prceifh Igualitire realicer A: ſe diſtincre, -formialirer confife | 


<jarellectio, & non in qualiare ut preeiſas @ci .::. .. i, :Uig ? 
ur Miyjor pro 1.- parte 3- quia illa actio ut fic przciſa, ſolim 

I Minbr-pr6 ao v. quia imelltectio et verbaloaquad- 
ſerper ifvortac formatiner 'alli actionem, five wb 
& ab extpiafceo, ar peromniz diſcurreaci patebir; narh 


«Ap 


- 
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. o 


< ol 
Me » 9 
© 'ntrififc 


© yifio'fatir videre, incellcerio inwlligere, volitio velle, quz omnla 


we jrexportarit zetiontm aliquam - rk > of; 2664 hi 
| "© Piobayu Mind! pro x.- patte 3. 4. actioge preciſe viveacis uryſe 
*&* p4ntis' {alvati poreſt ra0ie- vice ſive accas vitalis, ur pateb'c diſcurrenei 
(«pet otitis definirionts acrils: vicalis ſupra diſpur.z. dub.z.  allatag, 
&« qvidni & in tali &crione preciſe ſalvari poſſer ratio vigz, ſeu acres v+® 


< ralis viventis ut talis viventis > Unde non eſt ratio, cur in ipſa qualiar. 


© ur przciſa ab acrjone relicer diſtincra conſiftar imelleceio; & navh in 
<'zcrione, ut ptizciſa, &c, Ergo, bee, Hitic parer ad fundataenurk 
«Þ, Comptoni. 11 ©: | | ot © 3224, "©". 
' Whar this Author ſpeaks-of-intellecrion, may be extended unto yolts 
tien, and indeed unto all the vital immanent acts. TORY DN 

Unto what hath been ſaid our of Philoſophers and School-men, 1 thall 
add the reftimony of other rational and knowing men, that wer {> 


much a3 heard of che Queſtion, Whether ail immanent attions ure pro ( . 


#ufive of terms that are qualities ? Theſe are likely ro be them 

Partial and wnprejudiced Judges in tht Controvertie, -and lerthem be 
a:ked, Whether they think, that rhey ptoduce ſome qualicy within 
ſelves, every time thar they ſee, hear, Sc. uiderftandz” will, '& | 
and I am verily perſwaded, that very few will give their YVexes 'for «the 
affirmarive;they will much doubt whether chere bt any ſuch thiggs in Na- 
ture.* For they will think itvery range, tharchey ould be the Parene 


bf ſach numberkefs and even infinice ſwarms of bcings, and yer noc be if 
the teaſt degree privy to their production, © 1 7 EO OS 
IRE 


' Bur this argutnent may be thought bur probable, and therefore I-fhall 
conclude with one of a-convineing nature. - And 'tis 'thatwhich I ujpe' 
unto Dr, Hammond, Entia non ſunt e1tiplicanda fine netefſitute, - -Nov 
thar there is no neceſliry of aflerring theſe #ervs of iminancas aFFiony, I 
ſhall evince by anſwcring all the Arguments ' which-che Defendanc briags 
ro prove rhe, | ++ '-- (OTIS 2.15 PBL Ks, ©1287: - 
* Tr. 'Herefers unro the renſons of Swart, p, $ty 34. © Serupduarhds 
< crys, ſcificer iminanentes, vers diimur quales, wecnipe boni 
&« lj, ſ\cientes; nmantes, fratiz&6 Item hi actus ſuntforme ukimen 
« ances xc perficiences ipſas ſubſtantive; quibus infunt 3-FrpE-ovi 
& lis communisratio qualitatis ſapra' fel (he jt ECTETY 
The fiſt Arpuinenc is taken fromthe mane 
Bur in this there's petitio principis : for *tis no leſs doubrfull dnT waits 
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_ #f#054pf fint quaBcates 7 © And Suarcy could nor be ignorant.buthar the: 


latter would be denicd, as well as the former: c thinks one to 
bs ee as rhe - wy mores > he. doth very unlike him- 
elf, ontly t6 ſuppoſe it, whereas he ſhugid tC pibred =; That he- 
dinks ove ro be a3 Unknown © the others gl  2ÞÞe 
Eexti6n that he /raltes' ar this Definition of Quality, *« Qua 
&« quales quidam dicuntur. Quz definitio, inguit, licere 
* ſentialis videatur, quod dcrur per habitudinem ad effcvar formalenty - 
+ quert bMmnis fra cfſcprialirer Teſpicit + ramen quod ad nos ſpears: ”. 
& que mers Þ mo. manet propria ratio- qualiratis Sicur i definere+ 
«Furguanrites-cfc 8a diinditt quan (petcohatuſSnd:caretur cleans 
* & deneminar'o quantiraris tament #que :1gnotydmane9t guid innobis. 
a fir effe quantury,' vel quid conferar quancicas rei quanrz. Ita ergo 
<& 591 preſenri zque ignorum manetquid fit efſe qaake, ſeu quis peculiaris 
& modus affeQionis per hanc vocem explicerur, Percontanti enim quid 
& fir. quale, bene etiam reſpondebimus eſſe id quod qualirate affeRum, 
ye confticutim oft ; tatnenhifi win 'via; ſupponarur ur norumy (quid ic 
© 'quatitas, rota res zque igneterelinquerur; _ diſp.42. S101. 
This general anſwer may ſuffice, Bur Iſhall fay {umerhing unco every 
tticalar, PO CRT CITE. _ rr 
P Eieſt faith he, Setcundum hos nu vere dicimur bont &: maii, Theſe 
denominate us ro bepood andevil. - 

For Anſwer, Immancnt affs 'defioininere us ro be good and evil, nor 
quHlitative, but fe Five; or Five ;* they denominate usnotto begood 
or evi l28its4lly, bur to do good or evHf'a&nally, AndTach a denomina- 
rion ag ie frerti_ a meer ation, that doth not include a quelity as irs 
ters A. ouph it preſuppoſe a habit as' #s principle z- from. which -ic- 

owerh, | | | » 
fl Secondly, Secundum os afius dicimar ſtientes, amantes,'araths oe. 

Bue is it not every way as doubtfull and conroverted, whether theſe 
concretesz ſcitns,- amans, Ree qualitative denominations, as whether 
theſe alftraRts; - afivals ſtiemia, afiyatis 'amor,' aftns [ciendis: attus 
amimdi, be qualities > Nay, doth not Suder himſelf in the place:bur 
noe\y cited, make it ro be- # molt obſcure 2hd uncertain manter; << Adde 
* inquir, itftefditm obſouriflieum effe difcernere an res denominetur 
« qualis, necne, ihqui Yeneminariones ut dicitur homo amans, aut” 
Gyidens: incettutn'autchis cft; ah ilta/denominaris fir quaiis; vel alrerius | 
«<rationſls; Fe; © 05 (it OnY af 5 lat nh inoge wiongfte. . © 
-+Fhe ferond' Atgamenit is maken from their aftuaring. and (perfot- 
ing the ſubſtances in whick they! are? © Irews hir adtos ſum forme 


_ 


© <ultrims atm '+c perficienes ipſas ſubſtancias /, :Jquibus in- 
*& <ſum': Ergo” Convettic illis 'communis ratio qualiratis ſupra aflig- 
Sc axe! 2 I v3 4 i! bi 71 DI Fs 


abich ultimattly affuates: and -ferfece the 


l nASY314 ell WV. CaZhiC Ut 
ned&tion of cis Afgutiecſt i hivFrepe tion; 'thac Every for 
f 6 in whicb at is5 38 , 
quality 


= 


Ne Imminent Attions bave | 
ga:rlity. Bur —_—— nor but expt&, rhar chis Propeftios would 
< be denied by his Adverfaries. i 

1. They will ſay, thar ſuppoſe immanent as be pure and meer aQtie 
ons, no ways: incluei ” yan yer even ſo they arc ſecond as, for 
every 1&1; Tecond af, and'as ſecond aQts they aRyace their aQive 
j owersy #nil' bic* medtantibus they aQuare che ſubſtagces in which they 


ar 26 F< i bs 
2+ They will fay, that meir and pure ations may be ſaidro perfect 
the ſubſtarces in which they are. And for this they think they have 
Ariſtotle on their fide, for he defines man's happineſs ro.couſhiſt in aRien; 
'BuSatuoria is Wieya Juxits aoyins kat eferiudeichs. x; 76+ 
anoTdTiwu ww Bip Twp. B<caiitudo ct operatif anime rationalys ſe- 
cundum virtutem optim.m, & prrfeftifſimam. in vita perfetta, Now it 
caniot be denyed, bur that mans bappineſs being his ſupreme end, 
doth: perfe& him. *.  .. + 6, - 11a 


It may be ſaid; that Surety intimates a conkrmation of the conſe- 
quence of his Enthymem, from his own definition. of qualigy, 6 Irem hi 
c 2&us ſunt form ulcimd aRuantcs) ac perficiences iplas ſubſtantias qui-_ 
« bus inſunt ; ergs convenir illis communis ratio qualiratis ſupra aflignara. 
Now the definition of quality. that he m:aneth is» I ſuppoſe, in theſe __ 
words, « Qualicas eig> videtur effe accidens quoddgm abſolurum, ad- 
<« junctam ſubKanriz creatz, ad complementum. perfeRionis cjugtim in 
refured by my Maſter Scheibler ; and though ir be too low for. Dr., Ham 
mound to conſulr ſuch a vulgar Author as Schbeebler, yer | hope | may refer 
the Defendant to him. Bur 1 fhall refer as he ſaith of Fares) nor ſo 
much unto his Authority, as unto his Reaſon. His words are as folleweth, 
< Hzc defanitio fimilicer mall eſt, Aur enim illz partigulz :_in efſendo, 
<« vel operando, intclliguntur conjun&tim, five copularive, aur disJyn- 
&« Riye. ' Hoc quidem modoy ur quod alcerverum illorum praſtar, dica- 
Erur qualiras. Illo vero modogyar intelligatur id folam, lc qualiras,, 
<< qued utrunque facit, hoc eſt, quod pe: ficit ſubſtantiam ingfſc, & ope- 
«rari, -Utroque ramen modo vitioſa eſt defigitio. Nam {i qualiras fit, 
« diviſim loquendo, qued fubſtantiam perficir, vel in agendo,.vel in 
< effendo: fic criam Jocus, tempus, &c.. erugt qualitares,' quz. in cxi» 
<« ſtendo ſabſtanciara perficiunt; rem aRio, quia, ipſa forma cit, unde 
« ſubſtantia agens denominatir ; fin verd qualitas fir demum, quz 
&« verumquepreſtets rizm mule equalicates, nonerunt qualicares. - Mul- 
«.rx enim qualicares nullam aRionem exercent;. yeluticx hab:tibus ſa- 
« niras, fi ca fir habirus, cx potentiis naru;alibus, porentiz paſlive 2: 
« plurimz ex qualicacibus partialibus quz ip'z in unive; ſum, f quid: 
« operentur, ſo 


id ſecundario ſolkm, & quafi evencualiter;. Ac dea.qz £ 'S 


« eriam figura» quippe quz activa non eſt, non. grit qualiras fuir aurenſ WY 
E de re plenius ſupra 54p.6; tit. g. 816-4- Pb |, Oh 1 a 


inrivfet Efefive Terms:. 


- Another Argument we haves pag. 127. & As there cagnat be an cf- 
& fciear caxſe withour irs cauſality : ſo impoſliible- it fhould 
be any caufality, where nothing is produced and cauſed caue 
«ſaliry. As itis impoſlible there ſhould be an active power 


cc reſpect to the act that cerminates the pewer : ſo mpoſkible yp Þ, ther#... 


< fheuld bz: any ation» without ſome product to terminate the a- 
6c ction. | 
This at is in SucrexyMeraphyſ. diſp.q8, Sef.2,. 16. and cited 
by Echeabfery Metaphy lib. r. cap. 10. n-zr. Eft ratio a priort, quia affis 
uf aftio, ſs fot vera, ac propria xibil aliud eft, quam produt:o aut effec fig, 
ant ccanſatitas efficientis canſe + ſed impoſſebile _eft wel mente conci 
veram produtfiienem, quin per eam aliquid ſit productum, vel cauſalite- 
rem actualem fone re aliqua cauſata : Ergo impoſſibile eft etiam intelligere 
actiouem fine termino. Unto this argument you have an anſwer in my Mz- 
ſer Scbe:bler, n. 32. Ke eo, omnem actionem eſſe cauſalitatem ; ſed 
non emnis cauſalitas oft per modum productions proprit, & rigeroſe, per 
quam: ſtilicet producatur aliquid poſt ectionem remanens. Nam & 'pſe 
actiones dicentur effectus preciſe &> in ſt, quia babent eſſe dependens ali- 
uade,, ut fatetwr Suarex Diſþ.18. Met. ſtct. 10.3.8. Ex quo etram apparet : 
nilem in co repugnantiam effe, þ aliqua fit cauſalitas, neque tamen ſit 
que 0s canſatay diftinfta caufalitate, quia cauſalitas ' fe poteſt eſſe 
boc:ip ſum cauſetum. There is bur one txprefſion in the anſwer lyable ro 
exceptions poſt actiont#z remanens. Now leave outthar, or elſe reRifie 
it, by adding ordize nature, ve! temporis; and the anſwer is: good,- and 
remains unſhaken by any thing thay you ſay. ul | 
The ſame objeRin = have i Pranciſiu Bone ſþei,: de ani, diſp. 
xr. dub: 3. reſol.z. applyed' unto imo imcelleRion in particular : unto 
which his anſwer is That ſome atrions areproducrive of terms: that are 
really undiftioguifhed from them. The words of both the objection and 
Objicies, adis eft formaliter fieri termini, frue modus, quo aliquid 
ergo eelefti eft aliquid realuter difti 2 ſue termine. 
rs termins realiter a ſe diftini, vel indiſtinfti, coxceds antec. neceſſaris 
realzter diftini#i, nego antecedens. Sic patet ad 1400, 14 of 


anſwer, are as followeth. 
. In forma, Reſpondes, S—_ ecedens, att1o oft formaliter fie- 


* 


- For further clearing this anſwer of Fraxiſtns Bone: ;3" 1 fhall de-* Lud eadem 


.. is infeveratr . or £O 


eD 
_— 


fire the Reader to take notice * that a __ or power (verbs gratidithe numere faoul= 
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New 


Facultatem ſ<cundum rem we ſimul potentiam aftivam &+ paſſivan reſpetFu ejuſdem &- . 
Aus, & reſpets ſth ipſ@:5 
quia illamet qualitads 

tus eminenter, . vel. 
per eundem 


nova ay. 


» ade tude afhun op 766ipits of chat Ex ratio-cft 

hebetcffacion prrſectiontts tabis fperieis poteft ofje uilt-- 
—_— Ann. aptums. & poteſt off formuliten £Qtuabil;y+ 
radicta di[puatione 18 lating diximun, -Nec-is bac oecuriit- 


act 
—_ I__—G 307 = Rm OO" IEG 43 hears ho" 


peſivt, a5 ir receives and ſuſtains it: anſwerably the immanent alt of 
rltls power or facwlty, imeeftiong may undergo the confidetation: of boy 
an'attron and 2 tow. 
3h. The conſideration of an afiions as it aQtuates che: underſtanding; as 
an aQive power, as it is from it, and produced by x. 

3. The conſideration of @ term, as it aQuaces the underſtanding 23 & 
paſliv powers as.it is received and leared i in it, 


« Bug je may be Qbje&ted, Thaz bychis, _incelle&ion. ſhould be 2 20m 
unto it ſelf. * Bur chis canner bc, for then in ſhould be both beforcrand 
after ;rſclf, and thar is a thing yiterly znpoſſible. ,* 

For anſwer, Ir is impoſſible fora thing'te be beth before und her K 
ſelf,2 parte reizreally and indeed->> bur *ris no aq repugnonopyer a rNNgNS o 
before and afrer it ſelf,.in regagd vs. ſeveral cenſideracions;) a ehing- — 
have-ſeveral formaticies and ,confiderarians; and Þnc of chem may an« 
recede the: other ,- /iqxo or #wvhtto rationir.: Thusthe cenfiderarian 
of - the production: of -incollet. om by. the undarſtanding, peceodogrithe 
reception or inhzfion of it .ntheunderftanding. Byrkb ons thens 
that jf. immancne 4Rtions be -produRtive of 4 term, itiq of a'term. thar 
is. diſtinguiſhed from them only rationr rativrinats 5 and. therdfare 
they: on properly-produfions, bur conceived aud conſidered afrcy 
the renner of produftions. 2 Ant Du hight oniſylle 5: 

Bur perhaps there may be another Argumens, P-T 10  incheſe words 
«And gire mc leavere tell, you That jr will:.ho impoſiiblc 2o.make ir 
6 aw ag rill. arſ you ſhall damonſtrare .againk Suarry and chi beſt Wſc> 
«©caphyſicians and. Philoſaphers,. that adfie, us fif> nou dig rffentia- 
© lem reſaetiwn. ed termimumn; and that there tan be 2ap- motion 
<« whether inftamancqus, ar fucecifives andnor from a er! hrs ah 


» x4! [Famous ad querh innd givc 4s @folid-anſfner're their 


*20\K1 5 Rents.; | ro vile 6 12th © women Hs; 03 ug rod; er 


oP -1&here be keraany! atgumens TN thus" 3: ſincy: neduced os 
ans. 


oy motion, wheeher inftantentons « or ſuceefoe, proceeds from a r- 
227126 2 ques 20 a fermines 4d Guaey,' \ 
|» Bar.mow-enery aQjon: Wangtion 37. 174 4, 14A i Ith fn 


*Þhercfore every — 2-targing drew | 
2 8 C4 Qs $1, Exgphisd wx RTt \ ot 
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Ttrinſick EffeTive Termes. 
": The Minor 4s falſe, unlefſe motion be taken largely and in- - 
properly, 'and if it be thus taken, then the Majr is dented ; 1n- 
deed the Major affirms thus, the 7$- opeey e_ thing hog 

_ controverſy: - ſo that in the argutnient there is periffe princ!Þ!? 3 

- for tis every way as doubtful' and controyerted, Whet! 
tion, taking the word ih a large and improper ee, - 
terminum ad quem effeftivum, as whether every aZJion ath. For 
motion in this large and improper ſenſe; .is the equivalent of 
ation, Ifaid, fignanter terminum effeFnum, for there 15 no doubr, 

| bur all ations and motions have an obje#ive terme, ſuch a terme 

4 as is their obje& : the queſtion is, whether every ation, and 

? motion in the large and improper ſenſe of the word, Have an ef- 
Feftive terme; ſuch aterme as is its produd or effett ? And this 

Fan, the onely thing in queſtion, is onely affirmed, ard not con- 

rmed. X 
Bur the Defendant not onely prefſeth us with reaſons, bur alſo 
burdens us with the Authority of Suarez, Ruvio, Smigleſius, $&C, 
Þ- 30. 31, IT, $, TI, 7s 2:1 "4s 

Unto theſe it- were yery eaſy to adde thany other, arid as eaſy 

ro oppoſe as many on on? fide, but in points controverted amongſt 
School-men, - it ſignifieth very little to muſter up rhe- Abertors of 

— the ſeveral Opinions; for the matter muſt be carried not by mut- 
titude of Voices, but by weight of Argutnemts. It is nor therefore ma- 

> terial what Suarez, Smigleſius, or Ruvio ſay; unleſs withal they 
prove what they fay; having then anſwered all the Arguments 
that the Defendant producerh, either of his own or of others, 
there is.no reafon why we ſhould ftay any longer upon the con- 

fideration of any of his witneſſes. F176 
But-yet before I part from them, I cannot but profefle my won- 
der how Scotus comes ro be reckoned inthe number of chem. Faber 

Faventins, and Rada repreſent him to be of a contrary Opinion, 

and they being his profeſſed Champions, are likely to-be as well 

read in him as'Dr. Creed, But let Scots be conſulred, and he will 
ſpeak another language concerning Intelletion, and what he ſaith 
of that, may be exretided to all; immanent virall ations, Nec eſt 
verbum ment1s terminus aliquis produdus per inte!l:#ionem,quia intelle4i0 
non eft attio produ&iva alicuis termini tunc enim impoſſubile efſet eam intel- 
ligere, et non eſſe termini, ficus impaſſibile eſt intelligere calefa#ionem eſſe, 
et now eſſe calorem, ad querii fit cal: faGio non oft. autem impoſſibilexintelli> 
gere intelleionem lt, nov intelpendo, quad ſit, alicujus termini, ut pro- 
duSs*per ipſam. But our ſybtile Door was bur a man, and there- 
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ADre" rv ofſible for him;co, concradift himſelf; buc whether he 
enath done fo, will appear by examination. of the paſſages that our 
JEndant quotes ont of him, p. 32. . Aud now. if our Refurer ſhall 
-fit ro lodge ary ſtrength upm OL confirmaion, I ſhall refer 


him 


No Immanent Adions have 


him for an anſwer to Scotus, Ll. 1. Sent. d. 3. q. 6. where he ſball 
find this largely diſcuſſeg,, that thugh habitual knowledge be not the in- 
trinſichke terme thee erations, ſed quaſi conſequens, (F extrinſecus, 
ſperationes hifaſmodi poſſunt intelligi, 0 efſe ſine habituz ut 
patet_in habentibus habitum intenſiſſrmum, ut in beatis, and in Chriſt 
naFjp et of habitual Grace which was alwayes in him in its utmoſt 
* height poſſable 3, yet they cannot poſſibly be, or conceived to be witbout 
atual bnwledge, the quality that terminates them. To this purpeſe alſo 
may the ſame Scotus b- ſezn, 1. 1. Sent. d, 3. q- ult {+ 130. (5 1 Sent. 
d. 27.94. 3. p. 347. ad 3. ex edit cavelli. 

As for the firſt place, [. 1. Sent. d. 3. q. 6. ſ. 32. indeed the 
former part of the words arc in Scotas, that a habir, viz. of know- 
ledge, is not the Int: inſich T-ym? of immanent Operations, but only 
| _ their Extrinſich, and Accidental Terme. But now as for the lat- 

ter words, they, that is, Immanent Operations cannot poſſibly bz con- 
cerved to be withwt Afual knowledge, the quality that terminates them : 
: thee are not found in Scotus, bur are a bold Supply, thar I ſay nor 
| Forgery, of our Defendant, Scotus there propofinds three queſtions 
J | concerning Intelleiom, and the like immanent Operations, The firſt, 
b which belongs only to pur prefent purpoſe, is cujuſmd? entitas 
fit intelle&#io, wolirts, et huywuſmodi operationes immanentes? and his 
Reſolution is, thar they are onely Qualities. This he proverth by 
removal from them ofall other kinds of being, znd becauf there 
15 moſt doubt, whether they be not ations, de predicamento athionis, 
he cheifly infiſts upon that, and the cheif reaſon which he brings, 
is, becauſe they are not productive of any terme 3 he thoughe 1m- 
manent Operations not to be Predicamental Aions 3 and herein , I 
confeſs, he-differs from mine opinion, atid ſo he. doth alſo from. 
yours. But pray ſir, mark whats the 1caſon, for which he exclu- 
des them from the Predicament of Ation? It is becauſe they have 
no term. With what face then do you affirm that Sco:us ſayes, That 
Immanent Operations cannot be without a quality. that. terminates them, 
!  Bntbecauſe youare likely to ourface the matter, I ſpall in ert Sqqtze, 
his words 'at large: Firſt, he. hath, N. 31. this paſſage,. Praterea 
attionis eff aliqualis terminus rea's,  hic autem priter intelleFionem? 
non eft aliqus's terminus, Tyc. And again afterwards, N. 32. Qu1d. 
intelle&10 non ſit aio, vel paſſin, © proby ſic ain, to paſſir, ſunt ali« 
cam termini accipientis eſſe per ipſas ſed operationes immanentes ſunt 
altim termini,  quibus nih1l accipit eſſe, (5c, Marke you me that Sir, 
Quod fi dicas, quod'cum pzr attus habitys generantur, habits eff ter- 
minus difarum operatiqum, go ſic funt a#to, vefpaſſin, . 

Ad argumentum dicendum, quod attic illa, que proprie eft ad tet, 
nums non poteft intelligi ſme” termino © ſ-d operationes. hujuſmod?. pa 
intelligi ſine habitu oF eſſe, ut patet in habentibus habitum intents 
mun, ut in Beatis: Ergo proprie non dicitur terminus quaſi intuunſ; 


Sg 
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Trtrinſick EfſeFive Termes: 

ſed quaſi conſequens, (5accidentalis cum ergo hujuſmodi operationes 

aliquid fmt 45x probatum eft, quod n:n ſunt ſubſtantia, nec velatin, * nec 

netio, aut paſſio, neque quantitas, vel aliquid extrinſeens adventitium, 
by 


relinquitur, quod fint-in genere -qualitatis, fg : 
' The Reader is by this time,I{uppoſe, convinced of your aroworthy 
falſification of Scots, for he faith no. ſuch thing as yan(av%% 
he ſaith the quite contrary, Oper ationes Immanentes ſunt Miimi ter 
mini,  qutbus nihil accipit eſſe. This one inſtance | ſufficiene, ro _0 
give A taſte of your fidelity and: honefty in quoting- Authrs. - 
Of. it I ſhall make this Uſe, that for the future T ſhall little trouble 
- either my. ſelf or the Reader, with Examination ef your Autho- 
rities; for you have in ſo ſham2leſs, groſs, and palpable 4 manner, fal- 
* ſif.ed Scotus, as that you deſerve bur litrle Credit 'in any Teftimo- > 
nies that you ſhall alledge.. In the very ſame queſtion afterwards : 
N.35. he expreſly denyerh, that Immanent Operations have any* 
; 'Terme, Which recewes, any. being by them. An41 in this particular 
he ayes they are unlike; proper and predicamental ations. Tertia © 
H, proprie! as attionis proprie ſumpte, eft quod eſt circa aliquem term*- . 
num, ad quem terminatur, qui eſſe accipit p-r eum idem mtelligit de - 
Paſſiome. Operationes ergo immanentes aſſimilantur afioni <y paſſioni 
in prima corditione, et ſecunda, nan autem in tertia, que eſt com- 
$a oo 2 $8 
A ſecond place is-lib. 1. Sent. d. 3. q. ult. p. 130. 8.11. Iſtz 
eſt alia conditio ulterior, . videlicet, quod iſts forme de ratione [ut 
trazſ-ant in _aliquid, ut in terminum, (9 hoc ſrve illud aliud fit intra 
operans ſive extra, non curo non eft enim inte{l1gibile, quod ſit intel- 
leFio, (gy wlitio, et quod non ſit alicus teim ni hoc autem corvenit* 
aftioni proprie die, ut tranſeat in altquid, ut in terminum, propter 
iſtas igitur duas conditiones concurrentes in iftis firmis, dicuntur iſfte 
forme efſe atns ſecundi, cum vere ſint fy me manentes. - The words 
are not quoted, bur 7 ſuppoſe rhele are thoſe the Def:ndant 


meaneth. > 
But tis plain that Scotus ſpeaks of an 0bj2&ive, not EF:Five 
Terme. | ; 


1. From acompariſon of this place, with other paſſages, that 
plainly, and expreily deny Immanent Attons to have Termes. 
2 From afollowing paſſage in the ſame page, Nunc autem ali- 
quis aflts intelle4ionis vel wolitionis, poteſt eſſe ejuſdem rationis, licet 
non ſit alicujus termini produ#i: Here he ſuppoleth 1t poiltble for 
Intelle&ion and Volition not to have any Terme produced by 
them : And therefore, when he fayeth in the place objetted , 
4 Non eſt enim intelligibile, quod fit intellefir, et volitio, er quod non fit 
{7 . alicuus termini. © Here by the Terme he'means onely the 0bjet, 
and not the Produd of Intelle&ion and Volition. {a 
3 From the Coherence of the words, with rhe. foregoing : 
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No Tmmanent AGion bave . 


Scotw his deſign is to prove, that Immanenz Operations, thongh 
they be not proper ations, de genere a#imic, may yer be called 
Second Aﬀts, ;ecauſc in rwo reſpets they reſemble Attons ; 
x Becaue+6f* their Pexperual dependance upon. their cauſes. 
2 they have a tendency unto a Terme. Now this muſt 
S$#d>e underſtood of an 0bjeHFive. Terme onely; for if it. were 
erſtogdof an EffeFive Terme, it Would make them to be, by 
$co:u5 his Opinjon, proper and Predicamental Actions, which is a - 
thing that he confiantly* denyerh. het ae 07 4h B. : 
4 Thaz the' word! Term?, which. Intelle&ion | (faith Seats) re- 
gards, fignifieth onely an ' 0bjeftive Terme 3; the Defendant, uf he 
had not been in hatte, might have gathered from the Margent, 
where we- have theſe words : © Intelle&tio, oF wolitro dicunter Aﬀio- 
nes, quia dependent continud a ſuis cauſis, et quia tendunt in aliquid 
ut in terminum attingentis. Here termine attingentie's diſtinguiſhed 
plainly, a termine efficiemia. This diſtm&ion of the Texme of 
Intelle#im, is plainly infinuated by Rada, agrear follower of $co!ws, 
controv. Theol. p. 1. controv. 7. P- 124, 128. , Intelle&o,- inquit, 
habet terminum quem aftualliter reſpicit, ſcilicet, objzeum, (xc. Sed non 
eſt produftiva ſui termini nec per ipſam tanquam per attionem -aliquid 
proaucitur, goc. | Wet 
But go we on to athird place in Scors,-Iih, 1. ſent;"d; 27.4 3. 
Þ- 1347. ad 3. This place. the Defendant quotes again, p. 32. and 
there he inſerts the! very words of Scotus. Howloever, faith he, 
Toeugh the Refuter thinks fit to refer the Dator, becauſe he ### 
Critick , to learn ſome Metaphiſicks from Sheibler ; yet IT will be ſo 
civil to him, becauſe he is a School-man, to refer bim for his leayning 
In this point, to one of the ſubtleſt of thiſe Dottors. And let Scerus be. 
the man, it is, LT. ſent. d. 27. q. 3. ſ- 19. «d tertinm, The place 
7s ſhort, but fall, and not taken. notice of by Suaxez ,, and the words are 
theſe, Ad tertium, concedo quod Notitiq eſt protes: (3 vere genita, fed 
produFio illa non eft aftualis intellefin, quia, ut diftum eft ſupra, 
aus intell:Fio non eft aftio de genere a8-oni, ſed eſt qualitas nata 
terminare talem attimmem, que ſignificatur pr bec quod eft dicere, 
vel in communi per boc qued eft elicere , nom 1gitur verbuin eſt aliquid 
Predudium aFfione, que eft intelleFin, quia !1ja mtelleFio non eft pro- 
ductiva alicuw, ſed ipſa eft praducta actione que eft degenere-actionis, 
ficut dictum-eſt ſupra. He here referrs to the place quoted by Suarez, 
1 Sent, d. 3. 9. 6. p. 110. Col. 2, n, 31, (5 ib. q. wit. Þ. 136, cx edit 
Cavel. where he bas very ſalidly proved tt. | | 
For anſwer, Sc: fn this very queſtion delivers (as you have 
feen) another DoGrine ;, and 'tis very ſtrange that he ſhould- 6 + 
forget himſelf, as to comtradid it ſo. foon : But therruth is, thar 
* in this paſlage, there 1s not !o much as one word or tyllable found-a*: 
ing for the Defendants purpoſe, vis. That all Tmmanent Attiag 
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Intrin ſick, Eff eFive Termes. 
are produtive of Termes: Nay, here is ſomethin 
contradi&s this renet ef the Defendant z and 'ni p 
which the Defendant cannot deny. te bei 'F 
produdtive of any Term. For which reafon he makes 
and denies it tobean Aion, De genere attionis, non, $z/ 
eft aliquid produftum aftione, que eft mtelleSia quia 
non eft produtiva alicujus, fyc. In 
Produttive of intelle&ion as jrs Term, bur the Defendant ſhould 
take notice, that dicere is by Scotus a Tranſient, and not an Im- 
_ Aion 5 an Explication of which may be ſeen in «© Aa- 

a 


that exprefly 
ar intelfe&ion 
170m, 1s not 


inte 


There is, I believe, now no impartial and anprejudiced Reader, 
bur muſt needs confeſs, that Hearand Rage of Oppoſition, hath here 
blinded the Defendants judgement : For elſe, how is it poſſible that 


deed he makes dicere to be. 


37- 


Po, 


e Omnis ao 
habens termi- 

num produftum 
per . ipſam di- 
citur, tranſiens 


' he ſhould thus miſtake, and miſunderſtand a'plain place in Scots ? 4b Ariſtotele, 
It js very probable that the Defendant may judge Me uncapable of 19m 414 tran- 
underſtanding Scg16 3 but he hath no reaſon to think ſo contempti-. ſeat inexternam 
bly of all his'other Readers, inro whoſe hands his book may Materiam, ſed 


come, For doubtleſs many of them are as able to reach the 
meaning of Scotus, as himſelf; hereby a Gueſle may be given 
- the great Abilities of his Admirers, who ſwallow fſach ſtuff as 
this. 
Here, before I paſſe on, T ſhall briefly ſum vp the State of the 
Queſtion, An omns ati habeat terminum. 

- For Explication of the Termes, 

T. Aﬀonsare either Immanent or Tranſient. 

ly The Terme of Adis is either only 0bjeFive, or elſe EffeFive 
alſo, 
An Effe&ive Terme is either Extrinſich, and Accidentall, or elſe 
Intrinfick , and Eſſ-ntiall, unto which an Attion carrieth an Intrin- 
ſicall and Efſentiall Reſpe&. 

Theie DiſtinRtions thus 
things which are granted , 
tides. _. 

1. That all Tranſient Aﬀtions have not 
an Efefive Terme, 4 Term which rhey produce. 

2. That all Immanent Adions, have an Ovjeive Terme, an 
Obje# unto which they rend, which is callet Terminus attingen- 
1. 

. That ſome Immanent Aﬀions have ah Effefive, Extrinſick, and 
Actidertall Terme, viz. Habits. I callic an Extrinſich and Accidentall 
rm, becauſe 'tis Accidental unto Immanent ARions, to be pro- 
ituttive of ſuch a Terme : For there are many Immanent Adions that 
- pltaduce no ſuch Terme. ER 
the matter ,that 15 ern vv" 24h 15, 

3 


remied : T ſhall lay down three 
and uncontroverted on both 


Whether all Immanent 
Ad1tons 


quia tranſit in 
terminum, ſ1v2 
ille terminus 
maneat in ag-n- 
te, ſive tranſeat 
In exteram ma- 
teriam, De qua 
re videndus c/t 
Antonius 


Trombeta in ſua 


Metaphiſica. 
Controv. 

heol. pait 1+ 
Controv, 7. Þ. 
I25, 


only an 0bjeFive, bar alſo 


No Immanent Ations have 


Adﬀions have an EffeFive, ' Intrinſich and Eſſentiall Terms ? | 
\ This is denyed, | no Immanent Adtions have ſuch a Terme, for 
reſpe&# untq ſuch. a Texne: is not Intrinſich and -Effemiall unto 
ſuch Znyiayent Adions : * And the Reaſin is, becauſe they' may 
be abffrnHcd fiom ſuch a reſpe#. Now nothing can be- abſtrafted 
PE cog which is Inwin/ick and Eſſential to it. 

Ws proved thar theſe pretended terms of Immanent Ations 


py 


Having 


 areexcluded e numero entium, it is needleſs to enquire under whar 


head of being they are ranged. | 

Yea, bur our Defendant tells us, page 37+ that Suurez makes them 
tO be diſpoſitions. | 

Doth he ſo? WhatthenT pray? Is he not onrprofeſſed Adver- 
ſary in this Queſtion? And therefore 15 it any Newes, or wonder, 
that he difſents from us? The truth 15,' having affirmed that there 
are ſuch things, it concerns him to p/ace them ſomewhere or other, and 
he could think of no ſuch convenient place to ledge them, as amongſt 
Diſp1ſitrons. : | An 

Yea, but the Defend. p. 37, 38. acquaints us with a Reaſon, which 
Suarez hath, why he makes them di'pofitious: For, d:ſpoſirro is fa- 
cile mobilis, and ſoare the Termes of Immanent Atims : They have 
no fixedand permanent, but a m:vecable being, by reaſon of their de- 
pendance on the aFuall influx of their Vitail Powers. 

For anſwer. 1. Thoughevery diſpoſition be facile mobilis,: yer. eve- 
ry thing that is facile mobilis that hath a myveable being, 1s not a-Diſ- 
"ſition, as is apparent from predicamentall 4&ions, and \uch Relati- 
ons as have tranſient foundations. 

Secondly, this Reaſon weighs little With us; for we deny. theſe 


pretended Termes to have any bing ar all : Andif they have no being 


atall, then conſequently no moveable bing. This: reaſon were of 
ſome Validity upon Preſuppoſition, that theſe pretended Termes were 
Nualities : But wedeny them to be Entities, and (ay that they have 
no being, bur a fancied one, in the imaginations of a Party, or Fa#ion 
of School-men ; and for this Affirmation, I have laid down as I 
ſuppoſe, ſufficient ground. 

But ſuppoſe the Terms of ſome Immanent Afions may be called di(- 
Poſitions, yet there is no reaſon for calling ſo the pretended Termes. of 
the Attions of Divine Love in aur bleſſed Saviour : Becau'e they 
diſpoſe unto nothing z and diſpoſitio diſponit ad aliquid; neither the 
Name nor Nature of Diſpoſition agreeth unto them 3 and therefore 
why ſhould they be called diſpoſitions ? 

For concluſion of this diſcourſe ;. 1 ſhall. adventure to giye my 
Gueſs at the Reaſmn which led ſome of the Scheol-men to deviſe theie 


Ter mes of Immanent Athons. It was, I ſuppoſe, . to ſupport, and clear; 
their mnſt;cxs, and ground/eſ:, Fitions that they haye concerning zhe” 
$34 dodlihe © 


AH — 


- Tatrinſick,. EfſeFive Termes. 39. 
d1#8rine ofthe Sacred Trinity, which they vent upon the firſt of the 
Sn wk 27. and 32. And on the firſt of Summes » 
'q. 34. and 37- Where they have uſually theſe bold inquiries 
| An wverbum divinum producatur per' aftum-intell be. Oc. An- 
Spiritus Sandhu producatur per attum diligent; 2 Gags darine and 
Preſumptuns Diſputes, they- have exprſed the Miſtery of..th : 
, untoa great deal of ſcandal,and ſcorn amongit Svctpians I och | 
. ti-Trinitarianss | - *” —_ 
hy 


Before I Paſſe on to the fourth, and laſt Evaſion of Dy. Creed: T7 
ſhallfrom what hath been ſaid, in impugning the Pretended: Termes 
y of Immanent Ad#ions, inferre the impertinency of all that he ſaith, 
P.72.73. 74. 75: 76.77. 115» 116, 117, 118, Indefence of this pro- 
Poſition in Dr. Hammond, the word: Love 15 a Gerus equally compre- 
hending the'two' Species, habitual and afual Love, or the AFs of Love; 
For Dy. H. by a#ual Love, or the A# of Lowe, underſtands, as hath 
| been ſhewn, the A#ion of Loving, and nor (as the Defend, moſt vainly 

' pretends) any quality produced by that Atom, which is-its Term and 
Y Produ#, His Propofition then, notwithſtanding all Do#or Creeds De- 
fence, is till chargeable with that abſurdity which T obje&ed againſt 
it, viz. that it makes Love as 4 Genzs equally ro comprehend, as 
Species, primo dive:ſa, things put in feveral Predicamenrs, For habi- 
tual - Love is in the Predicament of Quality,. and the aF#ion of loving 
— Nmthe Predicament of Aion. 6+ 4.4 : 


For further diſproof of Dr, H. 'his propoſition, T fhall add what 1 
ſaidirouching the habit of Love, and the ſincere and cardial expreſſions 
thereof. No one word can,asa Gen, equally comprehend the eff- 
cient, and the effe#, viz. as ſpecies; bur the habit of Love is the 
efficient, and the a#s of Love are the effedts thereof, (the babit of 
Love. ( faith the Defend._) effe&ively concurres with the Will, to the 
produ&ion of the inward As of Love : therefore Love, as a Gemes, 
doth not comprehend habitual Love, and aual Lve,:. as Species, 
The Major of this Sy!logiſme, the Defendant will lay.1s moſt ridiculauſ- 
lyfalſe, as appeares by what he faith to the like Sy!l:giſme, that 1 
framed concerning the babit of Lve, and the Expreſitons thereof, 
His Anſwer is.vezy remarkable, for the tranſcendent and matchleſs,borh 
gnorance andimpudence of itz and cherefore I ſhall crave the Readers 
patience fora, while to conſider 1t, "—— | 


\ 
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F Our third (to begin with that, for T ſhall not tie my ſelf to your Me- 
thod_) is moſt ridiculouſly falfe. Tou (ay (nt to tronble or [elves about 

the Mood and Figure ('3_) Noone word can as a Gents equally comprehend 
the efficient, and the gy : The habit of Love is the efficient cauſe, and 
t he ſincere and cordial expreſſions of Love are the effe# $ Therefore Love 


5 mot predicated of them equally as a Genus. 


Tour Major, Sir, your Major ; by all meanes have acare of your Ma. 
jor. For what think yu, Sir, of a!l Univocal produdtions? When Fire 
Produces Fire, and Corn brings forth Corn z when a Man begets a Man, 
and one Heat mabes another ; does n't one and the ſame word as a Genus 
comprehend the efficient and the effeft ? And is it nt in theſe a. certain 
mazxime, that, Qualis eft cauſatalis eſt effeFus 5 ſuch as" the Cauſe is m 
nature, ſuch alſo is the effefR And T hope you will think it lawful for things 
of the ſame nature to be comprehendes under the ſame Genus : Nay, are 
not theſs diftinguiſhed from equivocal produftions, becauſe in theſe, Ef- 
fettum eft ejuſdem rations cum efficiente 3, but in the other, efficiens non 
convenit cum effeflu in eadem forma, ſed eminenter illam continet ? 
Nay, does not your own Scheibler, as well as Suarez (both whom you 
fo ſeriouſly commend to the DoBer's peruſall) tell you that Cauſa uni- 
woca,' efl que producit effeflum ſimilem in ſpecie? But methinks, 
Sir, if (ſince your mare noble, more ſerious employments in the Stu- 
dy and writing of Scholafticall and Prafticall Divinity) ym had 
thought fit to negle# ſuch Vulgar Authors, and to forget the Com- 
mon Notions and Maximes delivered by them; yet} you ſhold. at leaſt 
have obſerved, this m your reading of Aquinas, that in his Sums 
does frequently deliver this doftrine, and makes very good uſe of 
it. And now, Sir, I hope you will think it lawfull for things. of 
the fame Nature to be comprehended under the ſame Genus z For, 


where, I pray, will you rank the ſeveral individual!s - 4 the ſelf-ſame * 


Species ( for ſuch are all Univicall Cauſes, and Effetts, as #s pla. 


——  — — — ——— 


Trtrinſick Effellive Termes. 


From Senſe and Experience) if not under the ſame Genus ? 
i = prove the grofſe and palpable falſhou 


Sir, by-divers Inſtances drawn from' equiv 
'the C je and Effet muſt be place. in the ſame _ 
J 


Wy Whey 
0 


and the effefF, at leaſt as ſpecies ſubalterne, placed under th: ſpate 
Genus of ; 4 oc had, When an Aſſe Wo a Mul-, je P 
Man produces Wormes and Vermin in his Head and Entrailes; and 
'when 4 Woman brings for minſtr». us births inſtead of L gitimate iſſues, 
as Serp.nts, Moles and Froggs, and other ſuch like (f which a 
mong Phyſitians there are mary true ſtories) I pray, Sir, muſt na 
the cauſe, and effe# be bath ranged under the ſame immediate 
G-nus prozimum, which is Animal? $S» when light produces Hes, 
are not the Cauſe and the Effet bh put in the ſame Predicament 
under the ſame Geuus of Patible Qualities? To heep cliſer to the 
buſineſs more immediately in cantrover ſize. The habit of Love effef;vo- 
ly concurrs with the wall of to the produftim of the inward As 
of - Love, and y:t I ſay that love 4s 4 G. nas is Equally predicated 
of the habit, and the inwa'd Aﬀs of Live, 4s has alrcady been 
| trared, and my in due time b: further provid, ratwith- 

ling any thing you have, or can ſay to the contra®y. And. 
this-$#:abundant!y mure than . ſufficient to cw the faifle d of your 
.Majat,." when you ſay that no one woid can 4s 4 Gert (wheth:y 
| wn or remotum, ſunmmum, or ſubalte-um ) ( for yu bſs- 
rely &eliver it ) equally comprehend the Efficiens a4 the Ef- 
e *\ 

The Major which you ſay Is miſt ridiculouſly falſ*s, and 
againſt which you make ſo horrible an Ouwt-cry, I ſhall fortifge 
by three 1caſons. | 


The 1. Ts becauſe Geris Aralogum non” predicatur equa'iter 
de ſpecies. - Buyz now Analogy, viz. Attributtunis Intrir ſecs, 
conſiſts in - dependency, from which EffeF:ve- dependency is nor 
excluded; as is mainrained by the generality of the ancienc 
Thomiſts, by my Maſter, Scheibler. Meraph--lib. 2.. cap. t. arr. 3. 
cap. 3. tit.” $. Art. 1, And by Sch. ibler's Maſter, Suarez, M-- 
taphy]. di'p. 28. \. 3. diſp-,32. (.2. n. 11, 12,13,14,15. By Ire- 


naw a Frier Ca melite, Diſcep. in Univerſl. Logic. p. 113. Maj- 
tizas Exercit. Metaph. p. 521. And by divers orhers as you 
may ce in Stalio Reg. Philoſoph. p. 397. And upon this accounc 
Wat, that Ens is made to be Geris Analogum to Ens creatum, 

increatum, to ſ«bſtantia and accid:ns, And I have read in 
of 9 .G the 
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of your Majvr, 
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c 
ament CON - 
ſequently "under the ſame remote "Gents at leaſt, which..is cnt 
ro ' deſtroy your Major. Whn thy Fi and Star predBG Is 
Silver, and Braſſe, and other Mineralls, when No produce Siones. 
of all ſorts and kinds in the Bewclls of the Earth, are not the cauſe % 


"3 


&, 


” 


42 No one word doth ax a Genus Comprehend 


" the Manuſcript - of a Great Philoſopher af -the Vniverſuty .of Ox- 
_ » that fox _ this reaſon Qualiis is ger Aralgum, 
cauſe Dep: 


cy. that 
| this is to - 


\with many Limits ios, Wi 
ſer . the Readfr : and Ie 


- T-phers. & 


"+ 


brng ſo good Rea'ons far- this-cheir Opinion , as that no 
modeſt man will Genſure it zo be a mt Ridiculas Propeſe- 
men. : 5-441 | TK 1 re \. 

e :ondly, No word that is /predicated. of things Secundum piivg, 
et pojterius, is predicated of them equally, * as genus univicum of 
its ſpecies, for the equality that diſtinguiſhech genus wmivacum 

* Pro hac from analogium, is equalitas ordins, -not dignitatts. But what- 
S-nter.tia vi- ſoever is predicated of the Efficient ' Cauſe and the Efef, is 
detur militare, Predicated. ſecundum prius , and; pefterics :, Erg) nothing that 
P gud babet 1 predicat'd of the - Efficient and the Effet, 1s predicated of chem 
F Ariftotles in .<qually as genus un:vicum.. "4 M44 43 422rt 
| cas dls Thirdly, Species totius generis univsc!, are. ſimul naturd :. but 


&*® 


! 
4 


que ex eod:m cherefore they ace nor ſpecies of rhe ſame genus. ERIE. 
g nere in di- | Io A hp 
vifione ſib1 in- | MW TG: 4, 
vicem opponuntur, efſe *natura ſimul. Atqui ſpzeies immediate nnum genes 

cientes, ex evdem genere in &iviſime fibt in 'vicem bppoantur, - ut whedactty- ni- 
gredo, in quas color dividitur. Suit igitws natura ſimul. - Quod ſi natwta'finnil 
ſunt, non poteft -una ab altera depeudzre in participando genere,.. Stallis, (Reg. 
”biloſoph. þ. 397. | 15:$ 


* 


- 


- *&4 3 #« 4 I + 234d { 4 


L And thus have I ſuficientiy provided for my Major'3* as 
for your Arguments againſt /ir, they had need be very ſtrong, 
and convincing, for otherwiſe .indifftezcent Readers will judge 
your YVociferation againſt 1t,, being- with . ſp full a mouth, 
ro be. Frontlefle. [Bur let them. be.-what .they. will, , 1<t us hear 
them, bi Eel 26h 1-6 e =1 £vv 

. Xbb «34.5 at ag q- 3 $a 132m. 


Habitus hath upon Potentia, 


w] iT. ſhall got, now :Gum el © FJ clides, 
iy nef-Ignorang chat *ris Ophoſcd by matiy Moderne Philz- , 
_ 4” © "Put however it hath @ Great and Learned Patrons, and. chey | 


fimul ea dicens the Efficient Cauſe .and the Efſe#, are not. ſimul natura; Aud. 


: the Efficient und Efo& 46-Specian - 


. : » 


"Or what think you, Sir, of all univacal Produfiong? When Fire 
: produces Fire, -and Corn brings forth Corn, when a Man begets 


a Mar, and oh# hear make amther; dyes not one and the ſame word, 
as & gents, comprehend” the Efficient and the. Effet. ? 


-- When) 1 Read- this paſſage, I was about, I confeſſe, with 2 
juſt” indignation to_thraw away your book, as unworthy mine, 
or” any other Scholfars farther perual. I defire to have low 
Fratable thoughts ' of my ſelf, bur)yer I cannor think him 
Bperent Adverſary for me to Encounter,” who is fo Igno- 
k, pick, as' to:fay, thar Man ani Fire are genera: - I 
yropoennded the Queſtion to a Freſh man , '/ an homo. fit genus ? 
and'*he anſwered no, and readily confirmed his Negatire 
thus: Nulla ſpecies infima «ft gens 3+. hum) eft ſp:cies infima ; 
Ergo homo non «ft genus. T make no doubt but that our Defen- 
tam hath great abilities in other learning, but I ſhall never 
acknowledge him to be a Phil-ſ-pher,5 or School-man:, that thus 
rreſpaſſieth againſt the very A..B. C. of Logic, I ſhall give him 
this 'friendly- advice for the furure,' ':that before his next at» 
cempr in Scholaftical Divinity, he firſt con over Smith, Breers 
woou'y Handerſom, or ſome other' ſuch' cr-mp-ndrum of Logich, 
thar fo. he may be able- to avoid: ſuch miſtakes as this, 
ww will Expoſe him unto the Dceriſion of every 


>» [IT Jap yp c3 


If any ſhall Obje& in the Defendants' behalf, that the Ramifts 
hold that every ſpecies is gems , and that individuum is. ſp.- 
cies infirm,” as may be ſeen in Scheibl-rs Tepicks: c. 28. n. 77, 
8, &c. ulque ad 85, This yet can be no ſtarting hale for the De» 
Fenders for; this propoſition, - every ous 4 predicated equal,y of 
MD +» Ia x 2 


ms 
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No one word dothatza Genus Comprehend 


its ſpecies, is a Maxime of the Ariſtotelians, delivered by them 
long before ever Rams: ſaw the light; Ga there is no*doubr 
can be made,,that -chey rake genus and ſpecies in @ Peripatctical, 
and not Reamiſtical ſene. A 


I ir be-,fait"egain ſecondly, that even Dc. Sanderſon in his 


Beick, 1.3. c. 2& confefterh, Thar Tipicalh ſpecies infima is 


£2nms. © + => 

Why this can as little availe the D. fendant as the former ſhift, 
for tis undeniable that we ſpeak of gen as predicabile, and 
the Maxime, Genus p 4dicatur aqualiter de ſpeciebus, 1s delivered 
by Ps:pby;y in his T/agige, where he handles the Doctrine of the 
Predicables. : 


In a third p'ace ir may be replyed, that in that Interrogation 
of our Defendant, does not one and the fame word as a ge- 
21s comprehend the Efficient and the Effect ? He 1s not to be 
Interprered of any of the words imediately preceding Fire , 
Cerne, a Man, Heat, but of ſome words that are to be un- 
#erſtxxd and Supplied as Elementum-, - which as a gems compre- 
hends the Fire producing, and the Fire pioduced: and planza, or 
corpus animatum, Which in like manner is predicated of the Corne 
bringing forth, and the Corne brought forth as a genus:. and ant- 


mal, which is predicated in the ſame manner as a geti.of the _ 
ran b gettirg, and the man begotten : and qualitas patibilig-yrima, 
which in the ſame way is predicated of the Heat ng, andthe 


Heat made. : wid" 5. 3H 
_ Firſt, What Reaſon have I to make this Supply in. your 
ord's ? S: 

Secrndly, We cannot Supphy , or underſtand theſe words, Ele. 
mentum, Corps animatums animal qualitas. partbilis prima: For Ele- 
mentum is predicated of the Fire - producing, and the Fire produ- 
ced, Cortis animatum, of the Corn bringing foib, and the Corne 
brought forth, $%c. and ſo Animal of the Father, and the Son, 
onely as of Individualls: whereas the comprehenſion , and . 
predication of the Genus, that we ſpeak ofz. is onely concerning. 
1s Species. Fe Ve 


Unto all this T ſhall adde Ex abundanti, out of Irengu, 4a 
Modern Thomift, that which: will anſwer your O0bje&iom. - And 
*ris the more pertinent, becauſe it ſpeaks of one of your 
Inſtances, viz. Fires producing Fire 3- Cave tamen putes quamlibet 
«eperdentiam facere vos Analogiam , nam 1gnis getterat ignem,, 
94! amto un'voce conveniunt 1n- narnrd ignss ,.; quid. cum. illa dep 


the Effivient and Effe@ as Species; 
dentia Phyſica non_reperitur difla inequalits 2 Vel melius iſta de- 


pendentia eft ſolun quad attualem exiftentiam, ſeu poſitimem ex-- 


tra canſas, non autem quoad pa-ticipatiem.. ſeg 


Fx w" 1 wndun efjenti.on ,. 
ſen eſſe objeFroum {7 enim queratur, utrum igeis--B. Flmi 


.#5 tgne 


A. et ab co dependens, ut generetur, et”exiftat ,." a5 eodem- 


" dependear_eſſ:ntia'irer ſpefatis non canſiderat#-exiftentiad. di- 
cendum erit}» quod non quiaWynis A. nm eft Proc exing, 


altoqui efſet principium' ſui ipſns. At vero accidens dependet a ſu8*« 


ſtantia- efſentialiter,, ut ſit ens, QNud fiet evidens comparanti 
fingula bec modo. Leo nm mirus erit animal , etiam fi hon 6 


ar q 

oſſibilis : At accidens non erit. ens, fi ſubſtantia. ſit impoſſi- 
bil; cum enim accidens fit entis ets, cujus erit ens, « fi 
nulla. fit ſubſtantia * ergo - aliter accidens participat ens, aug: 
ere- 


Io participet animal. . Nec r:fert, quad fublazto hommine to 

zur lev, quatentss rationale, 05: irrationale ſunt relata,. ac pro- 
inde ſimul. ſunt natura: Nam hic nen conſid-rantur ut relata, 
ſed preciſe ut Animalia, Diſcept, in Univer Logic, P- 
£13. 


known, and - obyious unto every Paiſny. But: you ſpend many 
lines about-ir, and very gravely confirm ir, by the teſtimo- 
hies- of Scherbler and Svarex > Then you intimate that-1 forget 
this: Worion, and therefore referre me for it to. Aquinas his 
mes. '- But what ground, nay colony, have: you. to ſay 
forget ir? . The truth is, ,you have not ſo much as 2 


to be ſo familiar with you, that "ris even incorporated into 
eg diſcourſe. 
* But what.inferre,you from all chis? Why ferſooth, that-individaals, 


whereof one is the Efficient, and the other the EF. ct,maay be compren- - 


ded under.the ſame word as a Genws.. But what is all this tothe pur- 
Poſe ? Is ir not clear, that my Majir is ro be underſtood concerning 
the comprehenfion of Sp-cres by the Genus? Indeed no Reader, 


but ſuch a Diſ-ingenunrs: Caviller, . as Dr. ' Creed, will underſtand : 


me, concerning the comprehenſion of Individualls. 


This ſupply. of. Specizs is no: ſubcer-ſuge, but may eafily 
| be gathered from rhe coherence. of; my words, , For the Pre- 


/Tn the next place you tell us great news, of the difference - 
berwixt Univocal! and Equivccall produfims, a. thing that is. 


ſhadow for ſuch an imputation.z but to . Caluninate, is. grown . 


% 
-} 
/ 


"poſition. which I undertake to prove, is that Le as a Genws, 
doth nor comprehend as: Species , . the Expreſſions of - Love, . 


equal'y , with. the Habit. 


as 


% 


No one word dott'as a GeriarsComprehend 
- Bur let us ſe next whether you have. any benter ſuecelÞ 
with your -Equivicall, produtions, | 


. Firſt > ,Molt "of - your - inſtances are of '\ Genwh,. remotun 5 
whereas ..Dr. Han. and 7, are*all along to be undervſtagds, of 


Genus prexeimum, "and the Maximeyof- Porpby y,, which is-the, 
ſcugfirioniof all chis argumentatm , hath the fame ſenſe 
þ | 


Bur you next bring inſtances, wherein the Cauſe and the 


'Effe#, are both ranged under-the ſame immediate Genw proxi- 


mum, Which is Animal. When an Aſſe begets a Male, or 4 Man 
produces Wormzs and Vermine 'in his Head and Enratles, and when 
# Woman brings forth Monſtrunus birth inflead of Legitimate Ifſues, 
as Serpents, Milzs, and Freggs, and other ſuch lich like C of 
which among Phyſtians there are many true Stortes ) I pray, Sir, 
muſt not the Cauſe and Effef be bath ranged under the ſame immes 


. A'ate Gents. proximum, which is: Animal? ' | J 


But fir/?, '-that Animal is a Genius proximant unto an Aſſe and 
Mules. ante Wormes and Vermin, -unto Seiptmnts, Moles and Froggsg 


1s a Sgroſle falſhood, eaſily diſcernable by every. one -thas 


knowes any thing almoſt ' in the Predicament, of Subſtance. 
For ſuch a_ one cannot be ignorant, that b-utum intervenes<be+ 
twixt all theſe and Animals Arifto:le in the 7th of, his 'Ne 
rext..28.:' faith, Thar the Gerws proximum of Mulus,' and 
wants ai Name. And the ſame may be ſaid rouching eli4Ge+ 
nus proximum- of an Aﬀe and a Mule. 1 D4 


{ 94 


- 


Secoud'y, All rheſe inſtances are impertinent, becauſe they 
are of ſuch Eficients and EffeRs as are per 4ccidens: Whereas 


"tis undenyable, that 1] am to be underſtood of fuch. only as ate - 


per ſe: Forſoare habituall and aFualb Love, as alſo the fincere anil 
cordiall Expreiions thereof, Thus in generall. | 


Bat to take a particular Survey of the- ſeverals : 


T. When a'1 Aj: begets a Mule, it is a Monſtrous and Un- 
naturall - production, ' and Manft.a fiunt per "accidens, as' not 
being. intended by Particular nature. {4 p op 


I. That a Man produceth Worm-s 'and Vermin in his Head 
and Entrailes, as an eificient, .is new, firange, and falſe Phby- 
loſophy.z For, > 


wh: - 


_ 


AI #heE ff end ard Efe@ av Spatnes; i. |. FL 
RED: 1, No particular 'canſe *'' can be che Effedent, 


viz, Principall, of any all. forme ſp:cifically 
difereprfiom its own,  -$o'majwgoncurre. there» 


4,1 - : into dfp;ſrive,” d1ſ[ponthidey : 
1 nec rom eam prebetied,.. or applicatiye ap | 
OY paſſivis, - non efftHive, immediate attingond? pggudti- 

| on:m 1pſius forme, Nay, 'tis 4 received -Opirtly 
that no -' Angel! can: produce. any ſubſtauie!l forms! 
bur only as cauſa applicans: .and + therefore the + 
4 ods of on 9 purid. 21> is 

, . gen y-.relQ w- be. Dy JC mver}et 

_ Either the Heavenly Bodyes, or Fea 2; 


But 2.. Thar man is not the Efficient of 

Wormes and bogs in his Head,, &c, '* The. 

-,*; Reader. imay i'fee in. Poncius, P.3» PAs» 22, 23. . 

: Clef altar $ efſeffivam. reſpe#u vermin © Frods. 
cuntur ab ali Es exti it ects : Contra huniies 
£8,271,  hebent' flivitaten veſpedin brmoris, , ſeu {ubſtgntis il- 
TY" Rft>- 4 bus, er quia progycuntur, germs: Ergo poſjunt digi 
v1 91: bavere actiyitatem -reſpects vermium ; -, nec,, enim. lis 
24 nit% iratime mares: habent activitan, ant. dicuntur principis 
ow = W488 "1120 Pr ductiva;aliorum: homanum, . aif quatenus. hahent act1- 4 
On 42 karem productiuent ſeminis ex, quo. fiunts: 1 io | 


FF. 71% , Reſpondetur, . negand? copſequantiam ad, Sus qroba- ; 
I 2,4. ttionem dicitur, quod non propterea preciſe hamb dica- - 
Gs fe: _ tur :efſe principium alterius kominis exec,  guod, produc - 
& F 1 ' cat, ſemen ex quo fit alter bom, © fed” etram; qu'a 


pBcando .ofldun 


"1,112 1: mHiud ſemen habet altquam.. activitatem, ip . ordine ad . 
3 6... Producendum dlium lum bopigem.. 
26. CUGW- x 4 boa 5ff. is © 375 yu AMA dts 


Lt 
produce: Wormes, and other Yermin,.in his Head and\ Engrailes 
Unite this /let mc adkt,; that che Ef ecyive. defendants, "Which T 

; 2k | | Kenrfal , Bux” rhe 
Dependance of theſe monſirous births upon a Woman, 1s: per 
acedens, oftuirousakd Catuall 3 and.-lormalt-iapertigently a!- 
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*macrians, verſa Philol. 


- Fg 7 
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ground ro think that he would : for ic cannot do. him th 


L — ww 


Pond 


43 Thediſtin@#ion of a twofold Lovs,of God in C brift, 


' Now let ns fumme up the State of - my Major Propoſition, 


- and thus ir runs. No Word as a Genes proximum doth equally compre- 
- hend:as its Spaediwy' the Efficrent per ſe and the Effe#. Unto 


Ws, now, ns ſce wikitim, brave -and gallant oppoſition you 
—= q = *- ; | Ws | 


- 
"i 


v 


rt. That one word as ſpecies 'infims doth comprehend th 
Efficient and the Effe@. 

2. That one word as Genus doth comprehend, viz, Me- 
diately, Individualls, whereof one is the. Efficient, and the o0- 
ther the Effe#, : | 

3. That one word, as Genus remmtum doth comprehend equal- 
Ty as ſpecies, the Efficjeit and the Effe&. 


4. That one word as Gems doth equally comprehend the 
Efficient -per accideng, and. che Effe. 


Now none of all this doth in the leaſt degree impugne my 
e 


Major Prrpoſitimm, as meant by me: And therefore ] aug: 


here juſtly deſire you to fie down, and fadly ro conſider, ho 
groundlefſſe and fooliſh your Tragical Exclamation is agaiuſt my 
Major Prop»ſitim. But T*appeale from you and your-ignaran 


ders. . | | > 
TI go on unto the Defendants fourth and laſt Shift. {1 
was, faith he, in Chriſt, « twofold actuall Love of Godz-- 


G ge : 
- 4 Yo ſay. « |; F 


aranc 
and partiall Admirers, - unto the Learned and UnprejudicedRea-" wb 


m4 Fa 


one agreeing to him as Compreh.nſor, being a ſequell of. the 


Beatifick Viſion; this he grants 'to be alwayes equally fult- 


intenſe.” But this love, iaich he, was neceſſsy, -and there-" 


fore not meritoriow, There is therefore belonging unto Chriſt 
another Actuall Lyve of God, as he was Viatcr, which was free, 
and. by which he mericed: and this ſprang from the infuſed 
knowledge of Grd, and the infuſed - habit of Chariry, ' And 
this! Love was more i.tenſe at one time then another, or one 
Act of 'it was more intenſe then another At: and this diſtin- 
ion he proſecutes very largely, pag. 68, 244. 288. 250. 
333» 334» 33” » 339, 335, 339» 344, &c- Uſque ad '357, 362, 
363> 364, 36s, 366, 367, 36e, 369, 37e, 372, $22, $24, $25,;&Cc. 
__ ad $40, 622, 624, 626, 627, :'628, 629, 635, 636, 
37 | 


1. This Anſwer I ſaw in Szarez, bur could "not foreſee 
that Dr. Ham. wenald make naſe of it. Indeed 1 had ing 


caſt ſervice, as1 ſhall ſhew anon; and therefore I had no'R 
to trouble the Reader With any mention of it. 4 


Wir; <. 
2 4M 
k > < P| 
- 0 


—— s = <g—_ p . 65S - - "Y « "Gs | 
2+ Where you read this-diſtinfFie* in Suarez, you might havealſo . 
' ſeen an 05jc&#'oz againſt ir, which might have deterred you from uſing its 
if you had confilercd how unſarizfyingSwarcx his anſivers are therunto, The 
 O5jcetion is, thar two accidents only Aumerically diting 
ar the ſme time in the ſame. ſubjeft, But now Chi 
"God, and char wh'ch ſprings from che tiFu} 
II only inn:,nber.; And cheret t the { 1c 11232 
LS -tn C97!{t, ,- +. 
P The firſt Propofition, that two'aceedents cannot be at f. times, 
ſame ſubjett, is a propoſition that you your ſelf acnowledge; p 196. 258%. 
to ſay the contrary, you ſay is « g:ſſe abſurdity; the falſhood of which, 104/08 / 


it jeff a' the te-y fi: propoſal is able 10 diſcover, 
1 'Bur ic may b2 {add, that S#2r:3hath unto this O5j-Aion two anſwers, 
Bit nov unſuisfying they are, will appear by the examination of chem. 
The fit is, thac th-ſe two l0v2s d:ff:r, not on'y numerically , bur alſo 
ſpecifically : $:d bor altero ex duabus modis probabilitus diſſolvi poteſt, 
Primus eſt, dicendo aus illss diferreF 'cir, quia aftus amoris beatiftci tens 
&t in Dem propter omnem pe. feftion'm, & rat; onemsy propter quam amabil is 
, et :nam to:4 ills per wijiouzm beatan dift nite, &. clare videtur, &+ pro- 
 portitur veluntati ; at vero ama's qui conſequituie ſcientiam inſuſamyuel tan- 
tum fe: tar in D:um ſub Fpeciali al:que ration? 'bon', ut juſtitia,' miſericor- 
die, &c. v1 ſolum ſub ratione ſumm: bon', 'qu id confuſe cogunita, && non 
aiſtinfe-p vpoſita :.quatenus in [e con'intt omaem bonit atem &- perfettion?m, 
-Ve dio oſs ſatis eſſe videtur ad dive;ſitatem fpeafecam illorum attunm, - 
þ 3 In tertiam part. Fhom. com 1. difp. 49-[. 2. pi 632 —  — | 
Nato this I ſhall reply in the words of Becanus Sum," Theol. Scholaſt, 
part--3- traK. x. cap. 22-quzt. 5. having averred againſt Cejetan and Ca- 
reotes, that atfus charitatis, in via, and in patria "do not -differre Secie ; 
eto afiems his concluſion from the reftimonie of 4quinas, and from rea- 
fon, Tertia Con ifi9, 4tus charitatis non ſolam poteſt eſſe tam in'enſus 
{2 Via, 441m in patiiay ſed etiam tam perfettns tn eſſentials perfeft:one ohe 
jeftiva. * Eft contra Capet anions & Caprealum, . qui docent attum charitat is 
in patria de re FÞ2cie ab «fu tharita!ys in via, & efſintialiter perfetth< 
oem eſe. R1:10 elt, qu'a alter verſatur circa Denm clare viſum, altcr tiy- 
ca D:um o5ſt «re cogni:um, Sint ergo lara viſiozey obſcura cognitio dif- 
ferunt Fþ.cic, ta etiam amor vie, & amor. patrie, qui millis fundantur, 
Sed conc'u[o n11ra eft D. Thom. in 2 queſt. 67. art.'6, ad 2, ubi aſſerit di- 
{eF/even [um re ſuamþ:ciem, & e(ſ*ntiam, non ex cognition? ,. ſed. ex re 
ognita : ac praiide in via & in patiia ofſe randem- ſp:c1echaritatem, quiz 
lictt cognitio ſit d:verſa,; tamen res cognita eft eaders, Et confirmet ar, quia 
diverſtas eſſcntialis in aftibus voluntatis, preſertim quando conveniunt in 
genere proximo, debet ſumi ex diverſitate-objetii formalis, At in amore vigs - 
e&+-.qatrie, eſt idem objetFum ſarmales nempe infin/ta bonitag, qua Deus -in ſe 
fenite bonus eft : ergo in ills attibus non eſt diverſitas eſſentials, 
; The ſecand anſer is char duo accidentia folo numers diftinfta - poſſahs 
pergarhr aliter.efſe in fin [Heer ehur3io 13h 2 6. 
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' The diffinflion of (Oriffe but of God mx Viator 
Bur this ſupernatural providence of God). is net to be fled unto withour-- 
-2 man be neceſſitated thereunto by ſome cogent a: gument and- if you ear 
find any ſuch argument in Suarca, good leave may you have to mavage 
jt unto your beſt ges | 
All the args thar Leandfigd in Svarcy,, 35 that he thinks ir fic to 
extend the ungfit of Chit unro Nis'lexc of God. Now his bearifick love 
of God, was ng meritoricus, (HIER ccr ſe *rwas not frees but necef®- 
ſary : ahd th re he thinks there muſt byyanother lave of Ged in Ghrift © 
 aihyicd, which wasfree, and ſo capable of meriting. This argument you; 
= alſo propcund very often; 
« Unto this argu-there are inthe School-men ſeyeral- anſwers,- of which 
u take no notice:for which concealment | believe no p: obable reafon can + 
be rendred, but your late and ſmall acquaintance-witttthe Schaol-men. 
1. Some hold that Chriſt 'did merit by the bearifick a&t of his lore of : 
God, asterminated unto God himſelf. Suarez, inthe place by you cited, , 
quoreth for this opinion, 4ltifiodorenſis, Gabric!, Scetns and Cepredins, un- 
to whom you may ſez in Yaj/qzes, added, Almain, Occam Major, Yau 
referre the Reader to a ſhort paſſage of Scotus,. in the plate cited by Sua- 
rex, which proveth nothing fenie by me. _ Bur I ſhall now referre you to - 
another paffage inthe ſame plate, which expreſſely contradiRs: you; for 
there Scots declareth: ax Jarge how Chriſt merited by his bea!1fice love 4 ; 
God, as he was Comprehcaſor, Dico \inquit) propter argum-ntim, qu 
Ch. iTus meruit ſecuzaum portiouem [uperiorem & {Ccundum onn m: attum + 
ejuus, Hoc.tamen eft difficile tenere propter altos. beatot, qui tunc videntar 
poſſe mereri 1n-infinitum c probe autem ilud, quiz omnis attur. acceptatus &: 
Deo, tanquam attus bonus &-laudabiltsy pro-que Deus velit al'quid 7itiibu- 
ere illi, cupus aftum acciptaty vel alter, pro quo fit, eſt meritorius : hujuſmo- 
di ct omnis attus Chriftt ſecundum naturam humanwmn : etian-aftw-beati- 
ficurs quo ſecundum go: tionem ſuperiorem fruitur Doo : quia perſona ilta now: > 
ſecundum omnem conditionem [wi, fuit fimplictter in terminoz ideo potuje 
Deus onnem atium creatum lis perſon acceptare tanquam dignum aliquo - 
bono pro eo retribuendo illi:yerſone, indiguſſet vel atteri, ſcilicet nobis, _ 
pro quibus merutt. Et hoc-teamnde, oporter dicere, quoa ft atius beatificus ſt- 
cundum portion"m ſupertorem Chrifh ſlait meritorius, quod-non includit cox-- 
tradi ftionem attum beatificums Michaelis, wel alterius beati, peſſe accept ari 
ranquam aliquid dgnum retributione; quod, retvibumm- darctar propter 
mner.tum ; . puta Adaretar Michaels: aligad propter aflun meritorign + 
” cuftodi e quam exereet circa mey cantrad: tho dico non ifſet ; tamen de fatto + 
, Dews,no fie accept at attum ilhum, quia perſona illa eft ictaliter extra Patum +» 
merends forundamtorum:ſuhjeaumn : non fic Chriſtys, ſed ſecundum aliquid - 
fit in flatu vittoris, & propter hoc omnis aftvs ejus creatus acceptas erat, , 
& meritorius ibis, pro quibics offerrebatur Deo. 
Or e wouldrhugnik i yery ſtrange, that you ſhould over: ſee this 
\- ,,  InScotus, in rhe very ſame, queſtion that you quote- I mayhere make 
| of your wordxcconcerning ko ry (G44 2 thin; of nq other gt 
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al Comprebenſor'; wnſenid\ and impertinint; 'F 
JeFurts upon other mens ſhort notes and ſuggeſtions. But this over«fight is 
« trivial, in reſpe& of rel pre your Qpotation out of Nicbolaus Dg 


jon 
-Orbellss, p..3 49. for inthar there are words ; inaying your 0+ 
; Pinion ; es alert that-it was poſli Sn ON in Chit 
n of @vd by low. cunſequene 
Ideo patwit Dews As 


_  {chat-is-n the Scoriſt-language, 
vnto the bearifical viſion) co be ious, 
Bum creatum illius perſons accegttre $anguim dignam- pro [2] vel 
: pro quibus offertur Deo, etiam attuns beatificum. Sicut entm merirumtywe 
rantum confftit in ipſo attu elicito, ſed in conditionibus per ſe elicitis ; fic © 
| acceptatio divina n2 folum refÞicit actwum, ſed conditiones accidentales ſap> © F 
 $1ſttt elicientss. £0 HG: | 
Ini pig-637., with a great deale of gravity and ſcorn, you adviſe 
- me for che furure to ler the School men and Scholaſt'cal Divinity alone; &c, 
Bur I have juſter reaſon to adviſe you, that ſceing you have been ſo un+- 
' happy in-quoring Scotus, and his Ep:tomator, *N:cholaus De-Orbillis; to 
: get ſome able friend, if not roconſtrue,yer to expound ſuch paſſages, as 
- you ſhall quor- for the furure-our of 'School-mcn: ſeeing you are ſo won- 
 derfully prone to-alledge-our of chem ſuch things as make nothing for youy 
. bur apertly againſt-you- Bur to retwn to the macrer in hand. | 
This opinion oof Scorus touching the:aneritoriouſnefle of Chrifts bea- 
: rifick love of God, is maintained by the generalicyof his followers, as may 
- be (een in two renowned ones of them, Faber Faventanys..in Sent. lib, 3. 
- ifÞ. 48. Þ- 230, 2115 213. Rada Super. z: ib 'Scnti-Controv, 12. a. x. p. 
338, 339+ In Faber'Faveutinus there are twoother arguments, beſides 
that-alceady urged by Scetus, Contra eandem aſſertionem recentiorum, quod 
Chriſtus non. meruerit attu beatifito, eſt aliud argumentum nam certum eff, 
"quod Chriſtus'{ilexit Deum ex charitatez & volus illi bonum affeftione ju- 
ftities & in hoc preſertim conſiſtit meritums 1 ait 'Scor. & ip ſateniur, 
quia radix omnu meriti npud Dewum oft charitas » & amor ipfins Dei , ergo 
-uon vid:tur n:ygan un eſſe bot meritum & Chrifto, at bic amer, & dileffio 
in Chriſto fuit ſru'tio beatifitay quia erat beatus, & videbat Deum -clare, ex 
qua" viſione ſequebatur dilefFio, & fruttio perfetiſſima, que tft beati- 
11 # : 
Rf Preteres eſt argumentum Scotty, ficut is nobis meritum re fpitit partem' 
intellefivam, ſic in Chiiſto, ſed in nobis non eft meritum, niſi fit in portions 
ſuperiori, neque cnim meremur attibus noſtris, niſi voluntas noftra perfettiſ 
ſme qungatur Deo aftibus, qui reſpiciunt Deamſocut nec peccamus, nifi 19- 
luntas noftr a 1 cedat a Deo, *xgo Chriftus nm potuit mereri ſecundum por- 
tlonem inſeriorem tapitum, & nos fuperiorem {# merit autem ſupertorts 
bije ſuit per dil:HionemDeizquia bee aftus immediate tendit in Dewn, er- 
gv aleFho que eſt fruitio, 62 attus meritorias in Chrifto.loc. predi&. 
. Unto this fome Modern-School-men anſwer, by — 25 our 
God in 


LY 


” od 


» The Scotiſte generally bol1 Chr ft - 0.» : 
do deduplici attu amoris & dileftionis in Chriflo , nam alter afins ailtfl- 
onis erat in Chriſto, quatenzs erat comprebenſoi', qui ſtquebatur wviſcontns . 
E440 Mmeruit, quia non. crat cotys liber; alter vcro- 
nefrt in Chrifitnin quantum erat Viator, qus ſequebatiu/znon - 
affificam, {ed tognitioniimfe am, & hoc aftu mcruity quia exat 
attus libors & pan ſententi am- eſſe ant fa D-Th. mult is Int locis, ſed fi 45 
fertim73.p. hgJ19. 4: 1; in reiponfione atgrimun wlti ait, quod Chriſtus- k . 
aritatem merkit, non-in quautumtat Comprehcnſor ſed ut crat Viagty, 
2. Having thus propounded the diſtin&.on, he replieth unto ir, Sed . 
contra banc KeSponſronem tft argum: ntum ſecundum $013 prentpalcy quo pro- 
bat, quod attus, quo anima Chriſti, f uebatypr Deo, non, potcran! eſſe duo, ſed 7 
inns tantum, quod argumentuum of ttnd : atfys frultenk oft allus adequa-, 
ts potentia, quia veluntas credta f/nitur quantum ottſt : ſid una, & ca- 
dem pottntia circa iam objettum, non habic atom um adequa'um , &- 
alterum in 'dequatum, &-diſtin tum & primo, quia boe implicat Contradi. 
ftion:m, nam primus non fſet adequatus , ergo veluntas Chriſti per attum 
ſcuitiones noir poteſt diligere Deum per ſe amore amicilie adequate, & py | 
alium aftum cunicm Deum deligire per ſe amore amatie, ſed in d.quate, ? 


N xthe ſets downthe ReJoynder of the Adv.rſary,andunto it ſub;oyns £- 
his Toriplication... * $2d Refponderunt, quod Major eſt vera, quin . 
© actus hos omn.:no cjuſdem rationis, ſed quando ſunt d:v.rfi atus, & di- 

c yerſz rationis » ncn «ſt vera In propoſito autem ſunt d:ve;f aus 
© ſpecie , quia aus frationis render in Deum propter omn:m | ecfeRis 

© onem, & rationem proprer quam Deus cſf amadilis , ſed amor » qui 
c eſt meri oriustendit in Deum propter a!.quam ſpecialem xationeny , ut 

© propter juſtitiam, vel mif-ricordiarm, ee. & hxc diverſitas diciur elle 

© ſufficiens , ur aus ille diſtinguatur a priori, Szcundo dicercer , 

« quod ſint divert numero, quia tendunt in Deum, quod eſt obj:zGum. ; 
« idem diverſis viis, qua aliud per chariratem conſummatum , alud pex, 

© charitatem vie. | 
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beatifich 1306. af :God to-be mititdrion. 
# negate» in; Chriſto atum illum-perfeRiorem; quo Uilexit Deum hriy vi- |. 


5 ribns; non eſſe. meritorium.. cum 'in-nobis fir meritorius,.- Secunda'ratio. 


© non concludit quia cadem charitas, quz-eſt in via, remager: in Patriay . 
© ut docatStor.in hoc 3.ſug loco,ideo ex medio non diſting untur-iſtiacus, .- 


© Px#rerea, ut dictum eſt, m :dizm non vagiamtunt” ft ialirer, ſed. 
x accidentalicer, ar diſtinio accidentalamyil facic. + 1,7 1 +: 
« P,zterca argumentum Scoriſtaryh {ifÞ robore, vis enim argumengi eſt, 
< quia nulia poten'ia eadem potclbAavere anum-aftum aliens Eca + n 


« al:quod obj:@um, & fmul alrervm aftum inadzquatum circa idem ow»... 

© jeum) q 1:4 implicat contra4.&ionem, rati»-eſt , quia in illo prims ** 

£ actu adzquato includicut: aftus imperfcus, &-inadzquarus. Ad pro- 

< poſtum, aus fi uitionis eſt aus, quo perfcEifline, & tub omnibus cir= 

© curaſtantiis dilig it illud obj:&tumyergo non poteſt alio aftu ſub alia cir- \ 
< eumſtamia dil.gere idem obj; Kum, q11a Jam hic aus includitur an ille + | | 
© & fruſtca multivlicacur- Quod verod cunt -Dz Th. fuifſe hujus ſenten- 


| Crizs £go puro falſum, qu1a loco.citaro, dum -ait, Chriſtum mexuiſle cha» 


c rjtate non in quantum erat comorchenſor, ſ:d viator, non infert d:yer- 
© fir aremactus ur ipfi volunt, ſed d:iverfirarem ſtatus perſonz; ac fi dicat, .. 
© Chriſtus meruit atuelicio ex C1aruate, qui aus erat fruitio, ſed quia . 
£ aus ile erar pzrſonz, quz fimul erat Viator, & Comprehenſorf, ills 
© mertit, non in quantum erat comprehenſor, ſ:« in quantum erat Ejators - 
© &.hoc modo cum imelligendoy conven't cum Scor. ut infra videbii - 
« S:d dices, poru t Chriſtus habere d:/p!icem aRum cognitionis D-i, ſcil, 
© per vifionem beat.ficam,. & per ſcientiam infuſam : Ergo potuir quoque 
©habere dupticem aRKum amons, alterum per fruirion:m bearam, alcerum- 
© per charitarem infuſam, Reſpondent., quod -non. eſt par. ratio de 
« ſcienti1z & amore} quia ſcientia erat de eodem obj<oz ſed diverſo 
© modo cognito, - &. per diverſa media, qz faciunt cognitionem*effe 
« diver{am »: diſtinguitur enim ſcientia penes m dium) ſed amo. ut his 
£1Joquimur eſt de cod: m objztto, eodem modo, ac ctiam medio. Fahey - 
« Faven'inns, .lib. z. diſt. 18. q. 1, diſp. 44. | 
.. | There are two conſiderable Objc<ttions againſt this dorine of Scapus, 
hich are at large propounded and anſ« ered in thi ſe two eniigens Sſotrfts * Sed eſt tune * 
th..11 mention<d, * Faber Faventinus and Rada. 1 9.1 alia difficultas 
; | : . grav a 
c.n:edatur Ciritum moruiſſe aftu fruitions, &+ beatifica q videtur idem 255 yi þ _ 
beatis, quod eſt abſurdum, quia Beati in Patiia (u cattibus won meren/ur:quia ſunt in termi- 
wo. Reſpma:t Scat. non valere conſequentiam, rats «it, qita ut ſuperius difum eff in 
141082 1atritt inc'udtur.acceptatio divina, placeis; ergo Deo :acceptare omnes afFys Chri fi, 
tam partzon's inſertaris, & partis ſenſitives quam portions ſuperioris, &+ beatificys pro me- - 
ritoj415y tdeo fatto ba patta ab ejura. 1y. atFs 1H erant mvritoriis & boc eodem modo potu'ſſex 
aftus altorum Brato: un pio menttorizs accejtaſſe, ſi volg'ſſet, e& ſeciſſet, hoe pattum, quia non - * 
i mplizat con'raciftionem, tam quia non feeit boc pattum, ide ali non ſunt meritorii , 
201; fig. g4t.cm Deus boc pattum- ncceptant aftus þ.aterum. pro meritorizs , quia in 
| We .congruttas, que, erat in atiibus Chriftt,, dum erat in bac vita, nam Chiiftus 
Cat £03145 Deg: 4:0 ad affe(Gjgman commodi pen feites wp ceteri beati, ſed 
- B Py ; 
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poterat- 5 
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? er-alios beatos-qui tunc wvidentur poſſe: mereri in 
infizitam. Nibidomiunus tang Sretiam onnis aftus acceptatus a Deng. tanquam 
. aftus bonus, > laudabilagpro qup 1t lad retribuere ii enjus athum acceptaty val 
 alteri pro quo fitseft meritorius. Sed omnis aus Chriſti ſecxutum naturam bumanam, etiam 
attus beattficus valturatiseft bujuſmadi, ergo eft metugorius, Conſequentia»optima eff cuts 
- 14jori , minorprebatur, N1m:qiua perſona Chriſti *non fu'it ſteundun omnem 'conditionemt 
Ji ſempliciter iu termino, palwt Deus omnom attum creatum ejus acceptart, tanquim dignutt 
altquo bono pro to retribuce1o, vel "Chrifto þ indiguiſſet, vel alteriy ſs nobis pro quibus me- 
ruit. Ex que infertur:20n eſſe contradifitoncm, nc eam mcludere, atine beatificum Micha- 
elts, wel alterius beatt acceptari tanguam al:qu: d diguum retribution's -qudd daretur proper 
-meritum. De fatlo tamen nullum attum beatificum alicujus beati, n:c quemlibet altum ac- 
ceptavy'ty nc acce. taty.qui ori cnju/cunqu? beati eft totaltter extra fiatum merendi ſecun.- 


dum totun ſubjeftum. Non ſic Chriſtcs, ſed ſecundum aliquid fuit tn Fats Viatoris propter quoA . 


«OMnus ejus Ceatus atm; lther acceptus erat, & meriterius illis pro:guibus offerebatur Deo. Sd 
objicres, quomeds Chriftus mcrers potutt cam ſccundum portionem ſwperiorem feerit extra vis 


am, non minus, quam atii beat, videtur. ſant quod non plus mereri- potnerit quam alius-bea- 


tus in Patyia. 

Reſpondeo cumBScoto, quod ficut meritam non refpicit, nec conffftit tantum in iyſo altu eli. 
Fito, ſed al;quo modo in cond:tion:bus perſons ſue ſuppoſiti elrcien' is, fit atceptatio Divine 
non ſolum reSpicit aftum, ſtd conditiones ettam accident ates ſuppoſiti elicientiss. Arque ite 
aftus Chriſti etiam beatificus, cum ipſt eſſet viator, nec Fotaliter in terminy potuit ob banc 
conditionem acceptari, nou tamen attus beatificus altcrins beati,4icet in boc nulla efſet contras 

.aiftio, Rada Snyer tert, lib. ſent. con:x0v, 12, 4.1. þ-33Þ 339. | : 


The firſt is eaken from a compariſon of Chriffs beatifich tove, wich that 
; - of the blefed Angels and Sarnts in heaven. If his beatifich love of God 
be mer ztortous, then alſo that of the bleſſed Angels and Saints in Heaven 
is ſo roo: Burthis is abſurd, for then they ſhould meric unto all erernity. 
They both anfivcr our of Sco:u5 by denial of rhe ſequel of the Major, 


. ons were capable of merici 
- . ritings bur ao theKare non 
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ſame aQ:; -It foltoweth therefore thar, GAY f : Pwas not | 
meritorious, This argument the ant inculcates frequently. 
7 ; The Scotrfts anſwer by denyi ' Kinor. Chrifts beatifiek love" 4 


gh not» with” "a freedome: of 1345 


a, 4 
I 4 


e the will | is not a caufe, qua voluntas fibi complacet in aliquo, etſs 
yefpe iu ejus nulliks cauſe >ration'm habet + and ſuch a free ' 


uſe freedome is :fſential ro 
; ipſum,and a quaten'ss ad de omni 

2 valet argumentum: What is mg of the will as the will, is p:edi- 
| exted of every af} of the wilt Thisreaſon is urged voy acutely by Fa- 


4 alieui per efſ-ntiam & ſtoundum quod i1ſum in:ft i univerfalirer, -. Fx « 
© Ariſt. r, Poſt. c, 4. exemplum. - Homo per cfichtiam,8 ſceundunn quod 4 
©ipfung cit rationa is,ideo omni$ aftus, qui provenir ab homine per efſen- 
©tzam, elt racionalis, i. per ration:?m Nee nds aus naurales ſentien- 
-di,vegerandi,&c. quiz non ſunt rationales non _compernnt homini,. ut « 
_ themo eſt; ſed ur animal & vivens: Eft ergo veriſſimumny qued *meſt ali- - 
® cui ſecundum quod ipſum ineffe ci univerſaliter, ranc fic, at volutras eſt * 
©pring per efſenciam,orgo univerfaticer-eſt libera refed 
> yel eſt dicendum, qued nan eſt libera. per efſemiam, fed ' 
Jacy raja eſt, ur abſugdup, | fi dicas quod incſt-- 


wa. 


— 
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_ x» Clit ftrebeatifickclove of Gol, freewith 
* yolumtati- ſeundum- 'efſentiam-» tnc fic. + Duo przdicata Conttariay 
© & mutt © ſe defttucntia, ncnpoſk nin fle cidem ſubjeRo , ſecurdum 
-$3d.m quia impl:cat repugnantiam » ſed voluntati ſecundupr- eflentizm 
. neſt ele prigcigiuma liberum 4 ergo non poreſt ſecundum efſentiam in» 
-< offe pringh#MY naravat 


ro TMmone colligitur ,. quod voluntas <fHcntia- 
| is WM. fge patct ,. quod ratio..Sco:i-conclud:s, 
.<xfn"rungAuod agere .naturaliteyy Aagere libert ſunt d:ifferemtiz+pri- 
=©mz entis> quz ncn poſluntinefſe eidem potentiz , & ' principio» eflen- 
© tjaliter , ſed nec(Aaria conſt ituunt duo oppolita principia aRiva  .. quo- 
© rum unum-non.reducicur ad alterum , nec ambo ad. tertium , .& per 
© hoc ;mpugnacur 9..quo i voli.n:as reſpeRu fin'scla;e ,v;fi , .& beatnudi- 
£nis in communi habeart atum naturalem.,, fi enim eſt porentia ef- 
ſentialiter libeza » omnis aRus cliciws .ab ca ct ci liber+ncn natu- 
Cralie, ; | 

...,£ Confi-matur . quia alicquin volunrasin primo inftanti z. quo haber 
£ aft natwalcm > nonefſer voluntas ,. cd natura ,.& ita non habe «r 
« eſleperfetum , {ed tranſirer de imy erfeRo ad: perfcAuma 3, quod de di- 
« vina volunrate ct abſurdum, \& ctiam de creata. quia illa ninſtant; pro- 


--© d,c:tur , &ides_inillo haber totam ſuam perfeRtionew, Jallib, 1,Senc, 


y diſp.37. P:2.23 « ; 


 Unta. Faber Faventinus lerme adde Rada , who Lib, 3. Conty. 13. 


Þ, 210» 214+. proves largely, That che wilt, quatenus yotentia ft; cannor-- 
be conſidered prowe natura ef, as. nitareis an ative principle diſtin 
from that which .is free, and therefore. copſcquentlyTannorhave any na» - 


tural. aR;bur all its.aQs are free. 


© Quinta.concluſio yoluntas quatenus potenria Eſt-,; nequir confiderari, 


:- ur narwa » prout natura eſt principium a&ivum diſtingum contra libes 
© rum, nec ut talis aliquam ationcm habet, . P. obo prioreaihujus con- 
« clufionis partem, Primo porentia naturalis.& potencia 1bera ſunt'op= 
© politz potentiz ,. ergo cadem voluntas. non poteſt confiderari.,.:& ut na» 


© tura, & potentia libera, : vel d:(tingui in naturam,..& potentiam liberama, ' 


- © Amtece iens probatur z. quia Ariſt.g,. Mer. tex.. & 6. diſtinguitliberum 


<a naturali. Conſequentia-probatur, .quia tunc idem diſtipgueretur in 
© ſe, &.jn oppofitum ſui » ſicur fi animal diſtipgueretur in animal, '& non 
£ anival,, vel homo in hominem. & cquum. .Quod pater.: quia ( ut 
© diximus;) potentia naturalis.& libera oppopuntur , ſed diſtinttio;. qua 
© diſtinguirur.idem in ſeipſym ,.'& in oppoſitum ſui, eſt prorſus abſurda, 


*urde ſeparet-: ergo illa.diſtintio » qua-yoluntas in-naturam-& liberam- 


c diſtinguitur » eſt abſurda, Confirmatur argumentum,. quia unica por 
© rentia non pateſt habere geminum operandi modym oppofnum arque-di- 
© yerſumz.: ſed agere libere .& natwaliter ſunt modi oppoſiti immediarz di- 
# videntes potentiata aKivam, ut ſupra. aiximus: Ergo yaluntas non po- 

© teſt per, modum natw# & libertatis , utrumque conſidereturg,operaris 

FE »A big - I 7 SPE ; $, Nv 0 . 3 4 ; 

he © Al configmationem dico," maximym elle ny 


web 


Wh 


Sp 


ry 


.contra diſtinguitur a libero, ur.ingropofi- 


—  — 
OD 


with a fecedome of complacen:y, &c, 
_*rentiam fpecie ,.& numero divesſos,- & oppoſitos ominix0 opefandi mo 
© doshabere., -. Nam ficut duas differentias idem genus dividentes cid:m 


Wd wo” 4 habere diverſos, & oppolitos operandi, mad 

© aper re» & nacucalitec , quod ex zguath» Gr mine 

© prineÞium aivum. Er cum obj ic:upfod/an ma operatt 
© curſttz .& line diſcurſu in ord ine add 
« |}, © cluſionzs, R:ſpondeo quod ut-ait 


ria s. ſTalicer principia,' ON+ 
* +Þ ot.” in 2,-d 1.4” 6- ] A. [ w 
-£ cum. diſcurſu.& {inc d.ſcurſu > non” at i- oppolici, 21que d verſfPu; 


«© d:iverſas naturas indicanres» cum eidem nitur#-ationaliinſ:nt: at ve- © 4 
£40 agere libere, & agere. per modum natu2 , modi ſunt emnino oppo- ' 
4 Chrid;verſis nec.flar © pri; cipis convenient: q 1ia principium ativum 
© prima d:vifione d.viditur in liberum & naturale,& c, 
-< Secunda pars cjuſdem concluſfionis , ut puta , qtod voluntas nil- 
© lam opcrationem habcat, 'ut. nxturay ſed ur-voluntas, probatur. 'Volun- 
Tras ut natura, prout. nuura-4iſtinguitur-concra agens libcrum , nulla- 
©ren'1s poteſt fine cepugnamia confiderari: -E go ur natura tnon poteſt 
< hab:rc ationem. -.ÞP, ztcrca > cum confideras voluntatem y ut naturam,. 
. <.vcl ly  natura , jumitur-pro principio oppotito, *& diſtinto contra 
< liberumz & hoc, j:m mwaner impugnacum. Vc] accipitur mn-communi 
| <ad principium liberum & naturale. -Ecfi fic, clatum cſt. quod nullam 
© poreſt h opcrat.onem -*quia operatio.cum fir livgularis & determi- 
« nata» neceffartd octum habet. a, pripcipio Gogulari .determjinars'; Ergo, 
neccllarigdeber ci: = princp.t liberum ; »vel narurale; -E-go fi. 
" , < eſt illa aQtio3 Yoluntate , urnacuca nec. flari0 voluntas ur fic, erit” a- 
'J : © gens per nodum'narurz » vel Iiberum, ſcd non primum propter diQa : 
. Ereoficuntis” Ergo voluntas, ut naturas .<ſt yo'untas,. ur libera : Er- 
xr 2 x libereEc conficmatur : quia ficut omnis aQns elicitus intelle- 
© tus ef 2 JnteleRu , quarenus incelleRus ct : ita omuis atus volunta- 
< tis, eſta vwhkincace , uc yoluntras, & libera eſt. Er.certe fi voluntas 


ſt 
| T preeciſs\;ut narura-quizdam eſt, conſideratur, ſolum haber propenho- 
+ 


© nem&inclination:m in ſu im finem ficur lapis in centrum-: quia omnis 

* a&.is & operatio elicira cjus eſt ab ipfa, ut potenria libera eſt contra 

« tentiam naturalem diſtinta. Quod 'voluntas ut natura nullam habear 

© oaerationem , tenet ſubrilis Do&or in 3. d. x5. lic, A& diſt. 33. paulo 

© antelit: O. \ : | 
Whereas *ris added for the conficmar jon of the'Minor , that Chriſts , 

beatifick love of God was neceſlary , as being a neceſſary conſequent of 

the bearifical 'vifiv2 in him » and freedome and ener? 5 arc repug- 

nant. 
Unto this the. Scotits * anſwer , thar.there is no ſuch repugnancy * Knde prs 

« \'.' betwixtfreedomeand neceflity , as is imagined : indeed a natural agent » —_ 
Es : | | us rei,e rit- 

oþp1 » Botandum eft, wt elicigiar ex Scoto quod!, 16.4. 3« fiica Tues; & di- 

ſegaph. 32 propria difþ. hes quatuar, contingens, neceſſarium, naturale, & libe= 


Were , gued cantingens, & neceſſarium opponuntur , ut pater ex Ariſt, 2, Peri> 


- 


«8 | Ne repugnanch- 
her, inc. de modalibus ſrmiliter naturale, Er liberum opponnntuy, nrpatet ex eonm defints 
tionious, Natuvale mim eft quod determinatim a2 agendum , liberum, quod eft indetermi<- 
na:um ad agendum, ſed ſiipſum determinat, ex qua ſequit ur neciſſarium ftare cum naturali, 
& cum lizero, quia tllis nos oppanibity. 08 autem ſtare cum contingenti ; fimiliter ſ-quatur 
librruun ſtare Poſſe cum n2c:(8"0, © cndings;, zgentt, quia illis nos oppotttur >» ugh auten.. 
poſſ: ſtare cum natural', © Confirmatur, , quia th Loſophia multa naturaliter fiunt, "gf t4- 
mcn 927 aecidens froug#onr ngenter fiunts ut monty & que ca ſity. & for:nit2 even wi! ut 
ſrbnterſio 1.10 CONFIRS 6. Ef tam: 7. Cas ſit (4 tli;us omn:s ſunt natarales , milta c-- 
14.19 naturaliter, &> neceſſirio fiunts ut patetl@winr gon-ratione, ergo aliquid produci 
nutural ters *Cr contingenter no- p 191. :at on er20 he onveo tn ialigutd fir nutturaliieryere 
go nemo: fimiliter muita n cſſarioevin uit, & 192 ndthid.tlers ut gue coati 8; viee 
(inter frunk. 

HMiteriies mil; 7 libers fren', OO t118-11 n-ceſſarion02 contingewer, wile ownes cammuiter 
dicunt, Dem diligere ſe l:be; 6+ preſertim-D. To, q, 16: de Potentia. a. we ad 5. dili-- 
Fit ergo D.us ſe [there nec:ſſario, & nm tamcn nituial:ter, quia fi livere » & nec:ſſuriobic- 
efſer iden, qirod nunaliterpaſſent eriam Themifte ditere, quod fpiritus - ſantfus libre & 
n 1t:traiiter producuzury que tamen d: cut repugn ties ut reverd repugnattex eorum drfinitio- - 
n'bies, omnes crgo /uſti:entrs Drum «ſſ * cgrns tiocumnm,. dicunt Deum” nice ariooſe diligere » 
+ tamen. bbw ut Theo/ogi, & multi ex P.ripetericys, ticet in aftibus ad extra panunt Dce - 
un agere ncceſſ arid; E-beati inpatria ſecundum nos libere diligunt Drums .& tamen nceeſ- 
{ario , (ic2t ergo in votuntale ereata pro bac ſt.tu c0%{12gcnita- corromitcuter hbertatem, & 
ſeepe confun amt luty/tamen þ.opr E-109K no non ſuns idem , ut vidimus, OX. hoc patet [o!ut g , 
dibitat onis, qufta [iter concedamus Sp:ritum San tumprocedere libere uot amen ab boc ſe. 
quitur coxtingerter product. Faber Favertinus. Is 1®Jib. Sens, diſp: 37-© 4, Þ. 2249. 
22.5. | SINN 


( and a free are oppoſite, and ſo alſo a n*ceſNiry agent andton'ingen#: And: 
therctore the ſame agent inthe ſave atl cannot workndtwu ally and free» 

l:, n:c:fſarily, and contingently. Bur now there : ſe | oppolition 

berwixt uatrral and c0R:7ngents and betwixt free and 2cff 7 and here-- 

2 upon it followeths: thar a natural agent may work! contingently', and per 
| accidens , as we fce in Monſters, in. ca/#, and {o:twia : and ſo again on 
the cther fide, a fe agent may work neceſſarily; thus Gcd loves 
himſelf moſt fcely , and yer withal moſt 'nec:ſſarily too. Rada hath 
wr very ſhrewd — ro prove the corfiſtency of the bigheſt ſpec. 
dome, with the reef nec. ſity » which I ſhall inſert for the Defendant to 
try his #/7oft 514} apon. *Quod ſurama 'neceſfiras Kar cum ſummg - 
© {iberrarez .probo multipliciter. Prim6*voluntas divina neceffario. vulr 
< bonitarem ſuam ( ut ſupra oftendimus ) ,&: ramen. in volendo cam eſt - 
© libera : igitur liberras ſtar-cum ſumra-.neceſſirate, Conſcqueotia te- 
. © net, ' minorem yer6-probo, _ Voluntas divina refexr ad alia obje- 
«£ &a 2» quz ſunt volibilia propter finem, -crpeds a ſub cadem i 
' © potemti# eſt operativa circa utrunque ; ſed circa eas. 

6 nem', *op*tatar ſub ratione potentiz liberz, ur etiam 
© gunt , ergo etiam circa firiem, ( ut pura circa bonitatem 
« dirur ſub rarione porenti#. Iiber# > cerg0=Iiber.vult be 
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oe :" betwixtſreedome and wtceſſity. 

<&Primm4 conſequentis hujus argumemationis probatur , quia potentix' 0 

*6-perans Circa unum obj:&um » non abſolute, ſed in-ordine ad aliud , 
<Eeadem ſub cadem ratione eft operariya cirea utrunque.' + Quod pager cx 
<Philoſ. de anima rox.' "Com, 146. udiair, qugd.porevtia illa, qua 


6 cogniþſcimus differentiam unius objeRti al,; cademra- 
6 or m0 » cognoſcir urrunque ; foi poren- 
*c tia'6,6rans circa unum objetum-in- ouains. aadcm 


. © ratione potentizz operabitur circautel 
-< oporteret conſtituere unam portentiam: 
+ am circa media. ; | 
© Secunds probatur. -Libertas eſt Conditio intrinſeca -yoluntatis ab- 
« ſolute, :yel in ordin2 ad atum vol:ndi , ergo eſt compolhbilis cum con- 
-« ditione perfeRa opera:ionis perfeRz circa perfet.Mlimum Obvj: Ram , - 
© przfertim illa condition n repugnat » ims 'oreft canvenire tali opera- 
© tioni : fedralis conditio in operations perf: 1 eſt neccflitas: Erpdo lis 
"© berras eſt compoſlibilis cum necefficare. Antecedens eft manifeſtum z 
cqtia voluntas natura ſua int-inſcca libera eſt, *Conſeguentia proba- 
*< tur » qttia condicio mtrinſeca porentiz, quxz ſccundum {e nullam dicir 
-< im bones non potelf elle contraria » perfeRioni operationis e-' 
« juſdem potemtiz, quia-ninc procſus repugnarer hujuſmodi-potentiz ha- 
-< bere perfeQam operativnem criam in _ente infinito, in quo reperitur., 
Sd quod taliscondicio perfc@2, fir n:ceſſizas , pacex,- quia perfoRin 


« yoluncaris, inde vyoluntas cſt,. eſtgdilgere D:um, ergo prfeRioh 

-chabzre Mam operation:m fiemirety & nec. farid. Er confirmaties 
© quia poſſe non habete illam dicir imperfeRionem, ergo n<ceſſarid ha- 
«< bere illam,perfefionis eſt maximz , & rutſus, ergo eft poſlibilis illa 


< necelras in operatione pert. & 1 volugrativut voluntas eſt: alias enim» 
-«nec in Deo xeperiretur,, x 
+ Ferrioprobacur. ARco circa finem ultimum, ur finis eſt, eſt per- 


*<feQiflinaz*ergo neceflitas in tali aRtione nen tollir., fed magis ponier 
'Cid , quodad cjus perfetionem per ſe perrinet , ſedliberras maxime cam 
.< perficit , ergon:ceflirasqur in ali aQtione reperitur, non tollir, ſed 
'© ponir potius liberratem. Probo aſſumptionem, quia aftio libera ex na- 
© rura ſua eft perfeftior cun&is operationibus, ut in contreverſiis quar- 
-C.xi, [Deo favente, oſtendemus, , 
© Qtartd ptobatur, P1amoaRio yoluntaris circa finem ultimum Kt 
< magisnecef{aria» ranco eſt liberior. - Ergo' ſurama neceſlicas eſt! com-, 
<-poſſibilis cum ſumma liberrate. Conſequenria eſt evidens:, antece- 
'© dens ptobo, quia ſecundum Anſelmurage Auguſtinum, quos ſuprd cir» 
_ © vimus'/, la voluncas-eft liberior , quz omnind 3 reRjrudine deviare 
< non-poreſt, ſed'illa que neceſſarid fcablicices diligic bonum infinitum 
£.2 reQirudine millatenus deviare poteſt , ergo illa- eſt liberrima': ſed 
© raligeſtidivins/ volunratireſpeRa allsRionis DIci;Bee. ergy oſt reſpett ca” 
4106 ima-.- In x» 1 ; Senr- Controv,13; p- 213,214 | 


| ispleaſcd ro fay, page 68. That the Saitys and 
OI. #6” Angels 


"i 


>  SomerSchookmen maintain Chrifts 


liberty from co-attion. | 
Bur firſt, the Scotifts ®: will tell him char fre:dome is attributed 


* Conditio [tt unte their-love greateſt propriery- For the . be@gfch love 


| din the 
irmſe Tk "" is thegrea widcnt- unto their wills : and freedometis an 
Pie aut YOTg- ering, | th: e: 


not pelſ eve” whichph innijnſecal and eſeut 're- 
-« fn &, © n thereof: . theretere the bearifich- 
bus poten'ae, ſt-. of 
VE ab folate pi 

- ſtenr. 
t:ntia conſude- : 
ret pu" mar” ; MTS 2097, RIGE £2 8 
din:. ad atlum prfe um, ſ dlibertas if! conditio intrinſtea, &- eſſuntialis, 2 0ntatis, rea. 
ron repugnat } rf: ol 0% vpſius col. n.aiis in opcrand, 6 ca alum peife 1:fſunum, Faber. 
Faventinus In 1% Lþ. S.nt.diſp. 37.c 3. p.z21, | 


Secondly » Incheir love of God there is a frecdome , not only from- 
coa@ on , bur alſo fem natural neceſlicy, ſuch qs that which is:in rhe 
metion cf a ſtung devnward, which. preluppoſerh no ac of the under- 
Nanding, The n ceſhty. which is in their love of .God , is nor ſuch a- 
neceſiuy, but a voleztary. necefluy., which hath alyaycs farcgoing an- 
attof intelleQual knowledge. ' An& this tor. the ff. ſt anhwerumo the d.th- 


pon ed. * , we; gu 
- ><There is by ſome. Sch'vol- men iverranother , indeed aquite contra-- 
ry anſwer :. and *cis, that Chriſts love of God was *not "meritorious, and- 
ig aflerting this they think. there is no abſurdity » becauſe there .is other- 
wiſe a verywide and ſpacious fteld for Chiſts merit, "in the-'afts. of his- 
love of man, and in to cfas of his other vcrtues, Of this opinion Be-- 
£a2u5 makes mention » Sum, Theol. Scholaſts tom. 5.. e184. q. 3+ Alij 
fic ſext punt Chriflium fuaſſe viatoren , nov ſolum ratione. Catpisy, & ani-- 
me paſſibils, ſicut. jam - expl:catum <» jd etiam ratione andthe, qua- 
tenus amabat proximes.. Comprebenſorem. vero, ratione anime, quat nus 
amabat Deum clare viſum, Itag, meruiſſe per .athum charitatis Circ 
Big? 19 5 non tamen per attium craritatis circa Deum, This opinion- 
e thinks to be probable , and Suarcy, in 3*® part. Thom. tom. x, diſj, 
3:9: S. 2. ſaith that it may-ecaſfily be defended. The contrary opinion 
therefore, atthe moſt js but a Scalaiticil CO But YVaſquecy, hath» 
God was not meri- 


© pera aliarum yirtutum tam 
SS W924 £13 11k D 3% vs 
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en 


Angels in-heaven love God freely, with a freedowe improptrly taken, for ® 


f 
—— , 


—— 


nes: wt lev of God: net tt be meritorious; 


- 


ePrimum igitur Chriſtum non meruiſſe per illum aQtum- charitaris 
Dxrrum ex (ciencia infuſa in ina S. Thomz, .nianifeſtimr eſt, nam 
*cumille aperre dicarq. 11. a. z. eflentiam Dei ac proinde myſterium 
6:ipſugTrinicatis, non cecidifſe ſub ſcicntiam infyſam, id quod nos etiam 
ra diſputatione 53: c- 13 ſatis ſupgeee-probavy conſequitur 
lum poruiſſ: in Chriſto cſle aff | 
um , qycm vocant bearificum, cunq 
© rius> ut pcZced2nticapite monſtrs 


+ alum dileR:onis Dei Ghriſtum md =; iſe ; 1 


© minus fruſtea in eo conc:demus duos affeFus charitatis erga Deum, al- 
Ererum ortum ex viſione clara Dei, alterunrex ſcientia-infuſa ; nam af+ 
CfeRus dile&ionis rendit in rem cogniram-, ſicur in ſubjeRum , non au- 
<rem in ipſam<cognitionem : ogy lies eſſer ſcientia infuſa Dei in: Chri- 
<ſto, quia tamen.effet eadem bonitas: iphus Dei ae” far voluntati pee 
Efcientiam-infuſams | vifioncms i enveffeRus cfler dileRion's : qua - 
© ratione , ur communis fert opinio. Theologorum, cadem eſt dileQia Dei ' 
© in via,] & In patris, &@quamvisvifio Dei in parriaef{.c cauſa noxiattus 


© fileRionis Dei; quia incenſius clitexe@irs., aur alio modo, \ | 
© reft effe cauſa diverſi 4Rusſecundtin Tſpecicth 3 8 uterque aRtus*kin 
<-110n poſer 1 incfCio-parria , criamſi in: patria poſſer manzre fides,non « 
© quidem alia razione, miſi quia dum-voluntas movyetur circa obj-Atum du- 
© plici modo cognitum , ſolum ab co allicicur prout perfeRiori mods cog- 
© nico; ipſuttfautem prout cognitum minus perfeto modo nihil mover.- 
6 vauniathny ac co modo cognirum non effect & hoc quiſque quoridie- 
Cinſe ipfq; Experitur ; nam cum quis diligiralium cx relatuz- arque ip- 
«fall; Wea, quz de ipſo audiverar, poſtea vider, jam non ex relatu, .. 
© ſed ex clara vifione » & experientia ipſum diligir, & aliorumrteſtimoni-- 
© um nihil in ipſo operatur , ut cam; diligat : quz dottrina mulco majori 
© ratione in p. zſenti locum habet; nam cum ciſ{cntia divina per claram vi= 
<honem perfeRiflimo modo vidcatar , ita ut neceſſarid ad ſe trahat yo- 
© ]untatem per aff. tum'amoris, ut ſupra diximus , neque ade rapiet ad * 
© ſe yulunratem , ur ipſa deinceps moveri non poſlit ex alio genere cog- 
© nitionis ad diligendum Deum alio affefta , aur codem:; Qed ve! 
<dicitur Johannis 24. Sed ur cogneſcat mundus;- quia d.l:go patrem, -& 
« {icut mandarum dedit mihi Parer , fic faciv, ſurgite, eamus hinc, nor 
« probart Chriſtum per diletionem Dei nobis redemptionem meruifle, 
quia eo: loco-ſolum. commendarur chariras ' Chriſti .: Parrem y 
« & gbedientia, de merito +autem » | & operatione+ merkoria'. non as 
MW. ER, + = 4 $- 37's - 4 fe LL AS ILAMIY ; 


I} " 


| 6 al bs Some Seborl-rurm het4 Ckrifts love of GoT not er torievie; 


* - Te | That in Chriſt there was no infuſed knowledge of the effence 
of -God and the- myſtery of ' the Trin'ty | diſtinft from! the- bearifiedl 


2. Thar:Chr; xikque love of God was-nor meritoriouss 

Having aan e{&.£y0 things, he n-xt-proves, that chdkiph 
there were i ift, an infiſed Fnowledge of the c{ſence of God diſtiat 
from thagar.ficAvigon ; yer Id r.or kereupon follow., that there 


-ſhoulgbe in him a letc of Gad diſtkimguithed from that, which was the 

axfiele of the beat!fical viſion auagt+ the reaſon is» -becauſe there was 
ane and the Tame. goodneſs propounded unto his will, by rhe- infuſed 
knowladge and the b:ar'fique viſion ; and .therefore the ſam? eff, of 


boyc, where the will is moved, and {tirrcd up about an obj<R known af- . 


iter a twofold mann-r, it is only a'lured, and wroughr' upon as *ris 

known, after the more perfeRt way and manner , rs when I come to 

ſec by experience thoſe.good* th.ngs in a man, which before I knew 

only by report, I then love him only upon min2:own ex-c. uncntal 
knowledgeand no longer upon the relation of othe. s, 

{Laſtly , Snppoſe this diſtinftion of :Chriſts love of 'God were true 

-and found , yer tis utterly unſerviceable for the defence of Dr. "Ham- 

«ond, and that by the oyinion ofghe DP. fendant himſelf : For Dr. Ham- 

:twexd (:faich he) is to be under Lof the atts of Chrifts love termi- 

* Dico ergo pri Pare ds man. fax. Gods ſake : Newithe 4uthbrs and Fawo-s of this 


; Z k, wnderſtand ir ex (luna: icaxeerning the act - of 'Thrifts. loye * 
eo lus etnarcd towards God Kim f, and.they dogi inguiſk ic from the 
aivoris Dei libe. acts of his love of his neighbour. This is ſo. plain A Fwarer, ,*- our of 
_ ſuperna- whom the D. f:adan! borroweth the diſtinction» as thavone would think 
ener #-X. &*> 43. if impoſſivle for the Gentl-maz to overſ-e it, Bur this overfightrenders 

5 it yery probable, that he never read Swarca himfelf,bur had t _ 


citum @ Chari. 


—_—_—_ I on ſcat him from ſome friend, who knew, not the conliſtency of it with his 
5 - * 4 » . as. ah 
more beatifico r diſtinctions. 4 


_ETzj+l£t cc cc ET. 
3tlo aftu perfettifſime meruiſſe. Ita intelligo ſententiam D. Tho. hic ſo!utione ad primum 
dicentis, meruiſſe Chriſtum per charitatem non in quantum exit charitas comprehenſq- 


ris, ſed in quantum erat viatoris : ubi de charitate loquitur » provt terminatur ad De 
4m. Suarez ing part. Thom, tow. 1, dilp. 39. , 2. p.-622. 


. "Unto this we may adde, thacrhoſe thar Nickle for thistwofold actual 
'Jave of God in Chriſt, as terminated unto God hanſelf, have not fo 


0 »3-** 
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_ 


Va 


tautui, crc. Bur our Defendant himfelf will not deny ,' thar all'the 
inward acts of the love of God in Chriſt, that were terminated imme+ 
diately on God hinaſelf » were alwayes at the higheſt equally» incenſe : 
And therefore 'this diſtinction being meant of the.aas of. Chriſts love of 
Gotl as terminated unto God himfelt, cag 7 1-710 ſervice ae 
allinchis Conrtroverſic, --- K 
| Flaving beaten the 8 _ fromall 4 
what he ſaith umo my three ment + . | 

The firſt is ri from the alu! and perfetqg; of Chrifty 
hab:rual grace: The habits of all graces and 'vertues in Chriſt were 
alwayesfuli and paife& , moft- intenſe , and. nor capable of further, or 
higher degrees, and therefore ſo are the -inward-acrs or actiens of thoſe! 
graccs and.veitucs too, Now what is ſaid-in general of the habits of all 
graccs, way in-particulay be averrcd of the habitual grace of divine 


 chariry.. Thar in. Chriſt was alwayesfull and" perfect , moſt intenfe, and 


not capable of further or higher deprecs, and therefore ſo were the 

rg x acts; that is actions rhereof too. Here are two Enthymems im- 

plyed , the latrer ſubordinate unto the former 2: For habitual grace is the : 
geaus of divine charity » and not the equivalent thereof, as the De«- 
f-ndant fondly-thinkss. That I make igfip. 330. B. the Conſequence of 

the larter-Emhymem 3 IJp:cyrd pay 12 from which the confiqmaziont 
of the fortu23,may ealylybe colle 'he-ſaid proof of the, Gonſce- 
quence I ſhall b3eftyrepear, a wy. Orce, And 4 .z that 
there can-no'other;ground be aſhgned , for the intenfion-of the attion 
of lovingof Ged.in'Chrift', bur the incenſion of the habir of love 2: 
which Dc. Hammond” and his D. ſ{cndant both, affirm > in. Chriſt to be 

alwayes ſo full; and intenſe , as thar ir was not capable of* further or - 
highet.dggrees3: For anaction is not- capable of degrees of* intenſiety - 
and eenifft 

of 

can 


oe bur ſecondarily , medtante qualitate , which i produceth, . 


frotn_ which it procecderh, ratione termini , or ra: jon? prindipif : ir 
orbe ratione termini + any quality thar-was the effefiive term, the 
roduct of the inwa1d -action-of love ; for that there is no ſuch term or 
product of the action of love , hath now been larg:ly confrmed.: And* 
if it be ſaid , that it was 1a!20# principij , then-it muſt be in regard of 
the habitual grace of divine love : for there are but two qualities z that - 
are the principles of the action of- loving God-in Chriſt; the power of fa- 
culry of the willy and the habitual grace of love. Now the power or 
faculty of willing cannor be intended-/inrany-man ; :and the habituat 
grace of love in Qhriſt, was alyayes ſo intenſe , asthat inhim *tivasin- 
capable of turther intenſion; and IY -all the. inward actions 
flo:ving therefrom,were ofan equal intenfion.:/ ” 109 1 
Here. your Anſwer uno which: yo referres- is ,. tha I ignbrantly, 

or wilhullf 0 
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* Thediflivitionef « twofold ror of Ord in Chriſte. 


 eonfound the imnmancar acts "of Jove with the - xction'of 
Ke. And that the-Dotfo7 ſpeaks of. the TOLRBBIR 'afts of Jore » + 


. a . FI "5 
” / - 


xy  *The Auhert Arguments vindicated from  ” © 


: "But firit,. Thave proved, that there are- no ſuch things ## reram wa : 
(#143 asthe afts of love diſtingu;ſhed from their atons as their termes, | 
Secondly, Suppoſe that there were ſuch termesz yes thar'the Deflor can . F 

Not reaſonably be. unde: ſtood of - them, hath been: ſufficiently! 

ſtrated, HS 
Unto this Tadde ex aburd the teſtimonies. of: ſome few *School- 

xd, char the hab/t-and the «A, are al- 

and from this it will follow, that cf | 

c, the a& miſt be ſo roo. Bur now $ 


fo:my,.asto the inward ads t 
which {{hall” nvear oh >Reader | 
thatwhich tollo acth, Let ys came 
chemſalvcs. <> 
Firſt, youquarrel nie for thar I-cize not Hqu#25 from hiso:n wri- 
tings, Bur quetc him twice from Capreolrs, bur'] hal veruipod reaſon 
for this, for the paſſages that ] quote are-not in Aquzaas his S«@m:nes or 
in his book Contra guntes, which is all that Thaveof Aquinas,” Theki. ft. 
paſſage he.quotes our of 494/nzs De Vertmibus,g. 1.2. 14. nd.che 
cond is out of-the ſams works quefio de charitate art, 10, Fb.hieve 
that if you had read Capreolus, you would have been-as much to ſeek ro /” 
find theſe places in Aquinas as-I was. -If you-can dize& me to them I = 
ſhall thank you, but I ſuppoſe *ris a book not commonly to be had, 
The firſt reſtimony.you-de nor anſwer, but ourface. -Fromric I rruly 
{as you grant) concluded, that a greater vehemency in-the operation cf 
loves argued a-greater participation in the ſubjeR of-the habit of love. 
Now from this it undeniably-+followerh, that if the operation of love 
be.more vechement at one time than another, then tbe ſubjeR doth more 
participate of.the habit -of love, at one time than another : and 
whether this be not to the purpoſe,-Ler any man judge. 5 
. The pertinency of the ſecond reſtimony, is as evident as of the 
#rft.. .Fox if-ic be, as yougrant, an undoubred rruth, that ideps eft cha- 
ritatem augeri ſecundum eſſentiam, & ipſam habere [. 04 nm 4p 
ducendam ferventioris dilefionis attum; then *ris alſo az-undei 


goub, iocticably folloning bergwpony that] 


\ 


_ qualia are minorgyas 


«. 


v5 


-zpne more thananother, EL , 
| Inanſweruntothe third teſtimony you/: ſpend part. of four pages, 
whigh is all nothing wo the purpoſe : for you, wad ce Of Aqui= 
2255 ſuppoſing it to be. z#i. q- 24 4.8, » (asT 
have ſhewn out of Capi eofts) in his $4177 
Unto the place our of 5c0! 5, che ® the Readtay 
talks a great deal: p«341> 342. burin F.cannor 


.1n a way of anſwer. + Unto what | urge -out -of 'Sco:us, Afius natuwaliter 
clic:tus. ( pray good Mr. D fn lant maik the word raturaltter ; ) ab alt- 
,q7a fo.14a £qua wr 43 p if-(iton' il fo. me, 

© * Bur of what 1 urged oat of H4tado-De Mendoz2, that inteno aflus 
ſecund; ſuproni't equalem in'enſi-nem 1. acis primo , you have a very 
rare, and jubtile explication. His mean:ng is» ſay y04, that the /e- 
.cor4 ad c:nnot pollibly.exceed the fit , in £r4du perfection, though 
it may come thartof it 3,Þ -334» 337+ Amay T:ifler: before you write 
any moce Com..0221fies , Icarn ſoinc SyZeme of Logith: _ And indeed e- 
vey Syfle.ne of Logich will. d.ſcover the. foppery of this conceic, for it 
-will teac') thar azequis.are adeq '1atc/yiOppaled-unto eq mils, and that inz- 
5 woll as m:2j0/ ah i A SY Ye 4s 
Bu: unto this i: tar FerhaYearaay thinksa moltfuk= 
ing anſwers p34 35>3359*, which - you *incu'cate + very often clfe- 
wheres 'þ, ©2453 635 67y68, 69» 51, 108, 109, 110» 11H 112, 185, 186, 
.2095.210, 247, $49, 50> $40. 474 it ws, - that though natural ans 
a cfſa y ciuſ's wo þ "a.wuyes equally and js 1 ad extremum viri- 
.um , yet *tis otherr:ſe with fre agents : an1 ſuch are all moral habits 
in geatral , ,an1. conſequently th: habitual love- of ' God in. prticular, 
which pes #*# ( yur ſay ) as. the will it ſelf , m which "tis 


Sn 


ard. *6,.” 
ff Uleſthic 1 have two thingsto reply. _ 
__ JFtifh, that any habits, either intelleRualyor moral , arc free Agents, | : | 
"15-22 and ftrazge Philoſophy : for hitherto it hach been a Proverb in the - 4 
Schools, that habitus agunt ad modum nature » ceteris paribrs, But 
"having ro do with ſuch 4 mo4-ft Adverſary as our D:fendant is, it will 
be n:ceffary to tranſcribe ſome teſtimonies , otherwiſe I ſhall never ſtop 
"his mouth ; and 1 ſhall b:gin with Fcotzs,- Scripro- Oxonienf, Lib. 1.diſt, 
17- q. 2: p. 248-: Operat:s. no, elicit ur libere , Cisj Hs L ncepinem att. 
wv um eft me natural*, & agens per modum nature : ſed bbitus 'cum nos 
(it formaliter voluntas , nec per couſequens formaliter - liber , # eft prin- 
cipium activin, erit mere naturale ; ergo - operatio ejus non erit lyherd; 
& ita nulla wvelle erit liberum, 2 is ab bahitn,. ut 2 - totali 

1,11.) F'"Y Lap Pari ; Jib,$- ut- 3 Is © 4 . —_— 

eff vg tncl1 "os pokes EY 


nadum nature, Wo Eha- 
Kr alem. | clings -natiar- 
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Hithits not formally fret, though in 


titer feut habit ns- acquifitis. ad attum fibi grapertionatum , quoniam 'b4> - 
bit us nou eft liber , ſed tantuw voluntas ; babitus enim. ita mainat - 
per modum. nature potentiam in objeftums ficat graunas tbſum grave . 


deorſum, Uno I ſhall adde Swarcy, inhis Mcraphyficks.,, Arg; 
binc colligitur. $0 
contingentiae ating, ſeu afſe 
dllum. Concui rat, dunmolls.; 
ce efeiTus 


I 
>4 


"aliquri cum indiffercntia efficiat , refpefiu +. 
thex? - Ratio bujus ſatis declarata et epli= 

| -fententie.: amplixs. v.10. iUluftrari poteſt 
#02 nullis exemplis, &c, Sim:le gud dit foreſt de inſluxu habi. «con 
currentis cum phtentia libira ; babitus enim cx ſe non babet indifferen- 


tian , aut propriam libertatem , ſed ex nec:ſutate nature operatuur ope- - 


rax'e ſua porentia, difÞ. 19. [. 3. . 20- -Ulnto Swarcy I ſhall ſubjozn 
a Modern Scotiſt Ponc us, who, Philoſ. Curſe part 3.. difÞ. 13. q. 3-. ts 


35. p12e 552. exprefſcly averreth that it is abſurd to ſay thar che b213 : 


of charity ether infſed or ecquircd is fr/e., Probatur ſequela, quin 
alias babitus chaitiatus de faflo tam iifuſus', quam acquiſitus.z eſſet 


liber , que4 ct abſurdem, Bur 1 might haveſpared the labcrc, of quoe - 


ting all rheſe Augborities, for there is a place which Lurged our of Scorns, 
that the D fendant tranſcrib&ar ; 
wmarter dead, yFhe'place ju Shotgs..at large is "this. Contra , poſſibile 
eft illam animan hbcre - ſiduen ſia 

Canſequentia p obatur ;*quitathns" naturaliter eltcitus ab. aliguna forma 
ehzatur in puſction? illi forme ; fruitio, tft abtys *fupernare alis , & 
p27 conſequens elicitus-4 cauſa ſupernaturals ,-  qua_ tft. yratia z &+ paret 
quod naturaliter , quia cyitia non eff formaliter libera. , Ergo ſtc:ndunm 
quantit at m gratiepoteſt eſſe quantit as fruitionis. - 


ec. ſcilicet uibil ouftare libertati , vel © 
., quod aliqua rayſa natural neceſſitate ad - 


. 


large , Þ. 34%;b. that will ſtike the - 


epratiam , © ergo ſummann 'fruti nem. . 


Here you ſee Scotus exprefſely .affirmeth , that. the. fruirion of £.- 
God , which he makesto be the aQual love of God ,' is natwallyeliciced : 
from grace, becauſe grace is notformally free : and is net-chis\apertly. - 


contradiRtory unto our Defendants diate ? pag. 337.6 that all the 


habirs of grace, vhether in Chriſt,” or inall orher men ,. are naturally, 


T-, 


free and undetermined in their operations. < And .now. can afy _—_ 
if he 


think, that the Defeudant underſtovd, this paſſage in Scorus ? for 


had, he would in all prebability haye. concealed it , 2s much as he could, , 


and ner thus have tranſcribed ir at large , ſeeing *tis ſo apparently deſtru- 
Rive tro his own Opinion.., Bur by this the Reader may ſeewith.what pro- 
tound judgment he quores the Schook-men.,. | 


Unto theſe Authorities I ſhall annex a Reaſo2 taken from the De. 


fendants own notion of Feedome , for he makes it to conſiſt in indiffe- 


rency : and habirs asſwerably ro. the degree of their intenfion and pre- - 
_valency., take away. and diminiſh the indifferency- pf boch-contrariery ; 


and ago x | ; Þ 
2+ ,, Of Conmrariety;: for by inclinidg'to [their | ovntaper afs,. 
EET nt ray © >, 


their mſe andrextrriſe ſubjelt tothe impery of the 11. 
2. Of-Contradifiion : for they incline umo frequeney of their aQs; 
Foes, + gemepore debitis , - and incline. againſt Gnful- om:thion ' of their 


This Reaſon may,for the ſubſtance. of it., be: colleed from whar 


. the -m:7. uſu fay » to prove that free-will;do x not conf m 
a habir, 1ſhall ar preſenxconent my _ onlpþ ith 2 W24eration of A- 
quits , Pri t. q}/$3- a, 2- ©Corp. + Hal ths "Tar 51 ; ſecundum 


-q#0s ns babemius ad piſfion's, vel a ate, wt d:ct- 
tir is 2, Ethic. Nam. per temperantiam bene 
piſcenti :s,, Per intemperantiam a.tem mle.” Per 
nos bab:mus ad aftum in'clefius, dummy verum commoſtimus, per babiewss 
autem contrarium, male. Lib:rum awer arbitrigm indiffercacer ſe ba- 
bet ad ben? eligendum , 21 -male ; te inpaſſibile eſt quod lib:rwn- ar- 
bitrizn ft habi:us, This miutatis mutaxdis will prove- that no habir- is 
ready free, 

S:condly , Though habits be nor formally free, ' yer I confeſs they 


"Þ od 


are, in regacd of their uſe and exerciſe , ſubjoR * unto the impery of * Aquitas,'r. 
the will. So thar the will freely uſeth or nor uſeth them. Bur this will 20-4: 52-4. 344- 
no wayes adrantage the Def. a4ant : for all mcn are obliged ro-at the _ 2. £7 bs 


- habit of lavey as its inward ag. unto the higheſt > ad extre- 
mum virias, . Thepare nd co c0-foug od -with all their might pots 
ſtrenge' ,c therefore with all th = 2 and if 
bes love fall hore wy hes: raul fe - 
. nor without blaſphemy-Þc. imagi Chriſt's who was imp? 


- ang refore fi") | | ielreoufierſe ; 'and: therefore when he loved 
God , te loy.d hs. as m:ch as he: could : the all-fulneſs of his 2- 
Furl love, was for digrats anſwerable ro: the all-fulneſs of his ha- 
biiu1l, - 
Herne his duce ro wo ſecond Argument, drawn'from the bearifical 
Chit , thac hath been ſufficiently replyed unto, in my exami- 
; —_ of -Chriſts love of God,as he was Viator,and 2 he 
K third, and }aſt Argument was fetcht from Chrifts impeccadili- 
| wv; Ir was impoſlible fo keciſk to fin bur.if the inward aRs of his love 
of God, bad hcen leſs intenſe ar onetime chan arancther , he had-fin- 
.ned ; for he bad broken thar firſt and great Commaridnent , Thou ſhate 
ve the Lord thy God , with all thy heart, with all thy ſouls with all 
thy "ind, with all thy might and firength, Deut, '6.'5, | Mar:23: 57: 
rk 13.:30- Luke ro- 27. WONDEASS this Argument”, the De- 


357. #/4j ad 520; 'of examining which , 'his 

[eng lie pop: the | for he grancs that if we ſpeak of 
that emment * 6b charity that 's diately d an. 

| Rm IR 


+ he height a ud one equal priſe ton, p. 71. 


- Now that DoRor Hammond is to be underſtood of this eminent a = 0h 
holy chariry,thar is immediately rerminated on God, I have clearly de« 


taonſtrated : and unlefſe the Deſendane can anſ\ - Sacha » his - 


accuſation of my-third argument; as guilty -of that; *Bophiſme which, the 
Philoſopher call&hTwvrvpdea,, will pale but foran'idle and ignorant ca- 
lumny. |\The Defendants friend; may be readyproſay thar+l decline the _ 


examination gf that Which" fpllowerh, becauſe *cis unanſwerable » bur 
alaG-' there's no ſuch matterzfgr that-ir is a very rowen, erroneous di- 
fcourſe ». 
ſhortly dcmonRrare ina@wſtint Freatifes if God grant: me life, health: 


and liberty;-- The reaſon then why ar preſent | take nofurther notice of . 


it, is becauſe not only the Srationer, bur divers good fi iends; have for 


ewijty of complyarice with Popcry, in a great meaſure, I ſhall. : 


ſeveral reaſons much imporwned me, to cumrad this Debare as much as - 


could, and I ſhould now forthwith pur a period ro it, but that ] am defi» 


rous to g ye the Read:r inbrief,a further raſt©of th: inconſ. qu.ncieswith : 


which caus work of DoCtor Creed is every where ſraught. 


Firſt, p. $3554» $5+56> 57: he concludes thae a habir of divine love int 
Chriſt was nor capable of furtheg degrees becauſe the-a& and-cxerciſe of 
ic was capable of turthe: degreegg!f.Chrafts love bf God (in the aft and ex-- 
erciſ” ) was capableej.,Degees, 1.8 en/e at one e2ae than another, and. 
had iz its 1 Or 4 ;defevezal Degrees, oe: ſi 


yond all compariſon : for, mutatis mutandyis, a man from it mayarpue a+ 
gainſt che growth of che habir of love in all the Saintsthar ever werezare, 
or-ſhall be on theeearth. If their love of God in this life, in theafts and 
exerciſe, was capable of Degrees, 8&c, then their babitual love of God,muſt 
be acknowledged all-f.ull and perfelt alwayes in them, ſo full and perfett as 
not to want and ſo not ta be capable of furtber degrees. As for the two known 
Mazims, they will do him no ſervice» unlefſc he pur in the word ſemper, 


Nibil eft in effe&u;qued non erat prius ſempcr in cauſe, - Nibil dat quod non © 


babet ſemper. And if. you adde - the particle ſtmper every freſhe-man wi 
foone diſcaver their notorious falſhood. - «y fob will 


Secondly, jp. 57. he hath ancther rare 
ſaith thar chifts being in the forme of Gods th 
to-be equa. with God, yet made bi no re 
the forme of « ſervant, all was mage is.) 
&';* $ a4 
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Ao indication of ihe Anthort three arguments; Oc. . 
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us _= 4a 3, fr —avcy ve T5. Creed... - | 65 a 
fold in faſhion as 4 man, be; bumbled bimſelf, ad became obedient unto : 

death, even the death of the Croſſe, whercfeie God. Wſo hath exalted bim. 

its. Noyes vi, aRualand inward, was more intenſe ar one 


Therefor 
time, can 4500) and dying for us more incenſe, than 
in hi ring unger for us. | . .. . | 


. Thirdly, in p- 18, 19, of ty Refucarion of nds 'Exmi- 
SE29v, I have theſe words; If this be your meamne, I: os aſſume the p 
bo/dneſ: totell you, that ' no ſuch mazter is ts men any of *& 


Scvool-mecn. But perbaps you may mea's ſuch® Schook-men, a Pe * 
nj, as I never ſaw or-heard of, however FL expett lief, until. 
you produce their reftimonies: AnA 1 J-u to alledge ſuch as 
m.1y 'be bad in Pauls-Chu; ch-yard,o” at leaſt i tz the Library at Oxford, Now 
from chis the Def<rtdant concludes, p. 6+. that | tell the world in effeRz 
thar | have all th: School-men at my fingers end * nay juſt asmany » no | 
ww nor no leffe than are in- 2. uls-Churclyard, and the Lib:aty as Ox- 
-f ir 


. Foartbly, p. 88,3 89. the Def adant ſaich, that-l do not throughly un- 
decſtand a ar Lquorc ourof Raynaudus:: My words arc theſe, 
Raynaudus ention our of G abrie!- Piet; of a diſtin&ion of love 
into aff airs br: (hnvhogeng +hac is this chat; Javs> yp the ef- 


fes and cnpoiow of love. 

But no he doth-ribc who "FS by Fer 4cſieDerioiadi 
G ns. inodrs Offs b; a ppeareth by.what he ſaith our of rhe-ſame way 
thor contern'nghe ini 10n, &c. Well, where lieth my miſtake in-theſe 
words? why a. 2053 is{fzy 308) from Raynauus, that loue effetive is 
pot only the outward 'ſctfible effets, 41d expreſſions, but alſs ſomething 
Oe. Fs; thougbir betrut, TO all «the outward ſenſzvie fas, 4 and ex- 
preſſions of dave, be love effeftive, or in plain Engliſh the iſſues, and eſſetts" 
of loves Wert s are not reciprocal, an1 convertible, . For there are 
many efft tit of love , that are not ſenſible, and this external. For in 
. Paxce good wiſhes , good prayers + are the effetts 0 Y Wt true love 2 fo alſo 
axe joy "at. pbe. we fare: of: the 1beloved,, pow wb 0'ngs ank ſorrow, 
ar'l grief at bis: miſcarriage; and ; yet thry are not al wayes expreſſed, 
nor dots any: prudegt,, man alwayes ſhew bis -joy..or erief, ar -expr + 
bis good 3 te t "ehrs, and defies to._ bim' b: moſt : renery, affe 
Well. whax.of all-chis.?- Why (pin oh the Def:ndant », the ena 


f; your, dif ds, rſtand:.yo 
AA ae, DIY: en bble* ff Ede and xc pj 94 
39, ul pag dn. 1 the w ah donly. leon ay! —— ro —_ 


poſe, : rele? in» what; you ay. is-very.'falſe,. | Ir is 

C1.Gy ) (falſe 2 "tharthe fab marrer. 4 iſcourſe , leads' you ne+ 

ic Ks I $A my only "the. } outward ſc02 
loc. 


s af loves and you can . Berge. prove - it #. 
us » K- So 
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Sanlerfon, L 
_£56.P,205, 


1”. "2H tifeof the abfard* 
' by any rule of  argetiencation- Indeed . my . deſigne is, v6 prove 
that love is nor a. 'genus unto the . outward expreſſions of love > or. 
that the 01tward expreſſions. of love are. not.a ſpecigg .of love, 
.2nd may not this - be very well proyed ,' Shough in wy, inter< 
-Cogation the effefs and expreſſions of Jove .de taken in” a. ge- 
neral - ſcnſe\. 5abſtraſting from borch inward and » outward expretſi- 
ens ? may n&t-chat. which is denicd: of t<Qive lov: in gencra), thar 
is all cffc&s and exprefſiens of love , be particu'arly - denied - of 
.the ourwatd- arid ſenſibte- expreſſions of love 2 .D:d you never hear 
-of arguing 4 een're., "Pþ. ciem_#egative ,. grounded upon this Max- 


,. ime *. Prod convenit ant rot "Wnvenit genert, Convenit etiem , aut 


non convenit . þ-:ciei? Ts it:n%X a good argument to conclude , that 
homo is not” (4fis »' b.cauſe nullum animal ix lips + becauſe no effe- 
Aive love ». no effets, and expreflions of love are a ſpecics of love, 
.will it nor thence irrefragably follow , that.no ouward cffecrs and <x- 
. prefſions of love are. a- ſpecs s of loye > 
Fifthly, 1 had faid p. 19. of my Refutation , &*c. I am very 
toth to enter into a Conteſt with ſo. great 4*Crutich touching the mean- 
,ing-of a word : And from this innocent and harnieſs- paſſage, rhe 
Defendant. concludes; That .1 contemptuenſly"Waeruales the Doffo;'s 
exc:llen: Crifiat-tearnins, That with me 4a.CrWith i but a whifling 
<Gramma ian's au erty Pedaprg ge » p. 96> 995 93> 99» 100, 101, That 
he" Dottor in ofinon i ſome-petty Grammaticafter , that. xows the 
meaning of Muſ , and can tcll how to declins Lapis , "ſome” great Cris 
rick forſooth, one-fit 10 teach School-boyes -perhays "the meaning of 4 
. Greeh or Latin? Author: but for any hill t#:3he Arts, and Reſerches 
% Phitoſophy , he is a very Dunce , and nat"at dll ſeen-in the curious 


ations and ſubtleties of Schodl-learning. But what "colour is 
ere for theſe odious ſequeles in my words > Indeed -theys 

ho from .no Topich place »* bur that of .the 'Diſendlongs. 

; malice. © © 10g. 2 


proof-of it. Now this Fe > which" no rational man can or 
will deny , the Defendant himſelf oſt unneceffarily and idly con- 
firms in 26. pages, Þ. 1395 140» Bog - I55-" and p. 250, 


-IFk» IF2s 133» 254- he quotes the x gol-mey 
Fer the: confirmarion h » 3nd -ar be clofe-of all” he won- 
Es 0 4 deys 


64 , 
6 "1 YM 
Yo 
. 


| 1 © pon-ſequiters of Dy,” Creed, - 
ders ar my omiſſion of theſes and the like reftimonies ? And here- 
upon he concludes my «ignorance in: Schoot-men. His words are theſe : : 
ſy 90; therefore I-cannot chuſ* but wonder , that our Rfuter ſhontd _ 
no note" of tH#&ſe. of be ihe paſſages, . which to ordinary 9H 
wed more tows advantage » than all that be bas quoted in bis 
fam the: Schrolmen;, and Suarez, and Scheibler to boot. But 
this and ſome other paſſages in-bis book , whigh "offered "themſelves at 
firft ſight , mahe me not value bis School-learatiag - i 

an1 pice be bas put wpot it is the Title-page "of Dis..mi 
Homer was blind , though he: were the Printe of Pottsy 
ter of Praftital , and Scholafti cal Divinity ſets not all 
Doftors that may: moſt ſrve for his advantage. Here bythe way 1 
deny, thar-I pur ſuch »a rate and value upon my School-learning , in * 
the Title- ze of+ my \Mixture, as the, Dif.ndant pretends : only I pro- 
feſs my ſelf a #ell-wiſher unto Scholaſtical Divimty , defirous to re- 


vive the ſhidy therevf:*bur however there is nor eirtier in' mine , or-- 


inhis own diſcourſe any foundation y. ( ſhall 1 ſay ? ) nay, norſo. much 
' as any. ſhadow , for: either his 'wcnder or cenſure, The particle 
therefore ( tber 


that what: he ſaith 3-35 a concluſion -drawn-from femething for egoing. 
And for mypart 5 Thave moſt diligent'y ſonghr for 'prmiiſes unto this 
concluſion, andcan'firid hong , /and therefore carriltly entrear'the - 


Dif.n4ant ,, to-dixe&.axwhere or whatthey are! In my fo 
denyal, InQadtheparrof a Reſpondent; and by what laws of -diſpu- 
ratiana@ zandenity chough 'a Schoo/-man ,: is obliged to heap up re- 
ſtimonies our of.School-men 5 for th: confirmarion'of every denyal thar * 
hemakes,- eſpecially if 'the-propofition denyed be apparently talſe, as this - 
was, - viz; Thar the: oitward expreſſions and the inward afts of love 
of Gad:in, Cbrift , muſt of neceſſ:y be of #qual intenſion. * And thus ho- 


« - . a a 


bx R : : 
\ Seventhly, In the: next plate your rell 'us  thar'in wen-.the in-* 
ward aff-&ion commonly varies ,- according to the intenfion and re» 
miffton of the outward expreſſions and effeAs : and in proſecution of 
this he ſpends, with a great deal of noiſe 'andtriumph , abour 16.” 


ges more, þ. 155, 156," &c;".uſque ad 171. Bur what of all, this, | 


Sir? is this any thing to the marrer inhand ? Chu au from any + 
jug a this tedious diſcourſe inferre a! thing againſt my Denyal » 

x; that rhe outward different expreflions 'of love , mit of neceffity - 
be proportiened exaftly unco rheir Inward aQs "of love? 'and if 


__ 
cannor, (as undoubredly you cannor,) ro whar end ferves all thar you Bys .' 


ſ- 


bur to waſte time, penin,and paper- - 
Bur 'rell us" T en | -£ ] % e 5 ; v3. 
48s of 16ve;. atid the” butyard 


Ne 
7 ef pete 


I cannot chuf: but "wonder ) 8. plainly intimares, | 


Henext we ſhall know why you fell inothis firof wondering, » 


-—» 


5 


-_ 
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grjme: I ſbeil':nce, for your better ſatisfyffion;36 
there 14 end muſt he a proportion abc sgreement 11 yelei.c (1 

_Tiſjen, ber iÞp ee'd afts cf love, and the otwerd expreiien 
fo antcrndt love expreſied. Ly Chrifts dyi's forgs was ſuperiour 46 th:ſe 


| "es which on'y expreſt themſelves int h:s. Ws; 
2 Mid We Aub;- 
alſo-.is che. conſe> 


s 
i 


+ Af-0di" 6:4 y 


cedent is true, as we hve ſhew'd from reafew and experi 
rity of Gregoty, «rd the Schoclmen, Ther. f te 
quent. RT Co E 2 a9s.! 
Firſt, for the major of chis your Sy!logiſ.ne, 'I demand concerging 


the Conſequent, .vvhether you infer: e it from your Antecedej 
or only probably; If yea ſay ,onſy probably, then yaurY 
none of Dr. Hammonds ; for he ſuppo eth that his foll 7 4 7 . c.Y 4% 
from vvhar he hath ſa'd. - Hence: I ſu* poſe it (fich he) undvgidh 


y bis dying for us, wes ſuperiour t» thoſe former «tis which anly exyreſt them« 
ſelves in bis povertie. If you ſay you inferre ic neceſſarily, tben the conſe- 
quent isevidently falſe; you muſt chen change in your Antecedent the 
vvord ordinari/y, and in the room thereof. per in the vyord neceſſarily, 


” > 
» 
» ne? 
1 
" on . * 
a 
* * 
& + 
. 


e 


U «and R Cc * | 


were (hr is, zeceſſarily. conſequenr). that that eff of txternol ia "9, 
reſt : 


; ry 4d 


4 1 


— <> 
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te 
his 


ralel toa greirer Iengit, there's a greafer inrenſon of the inward 
aQtua) love of Gol iff a lor May rs compared with thar waich is 


ſhorter» can finde of this, xeduced incg forme, 
ftandsrh a multiplication of Penne more de- 


grees 


Degree unto anocher. | | 
_ And then (he-Mnor js thus confirmed by Dr, Hammond, where there. 
5-2 grearer mulfiF.carion of th: aRs of love, wz. inwud; where. 
there ar © more av love, there is a greater multiplication of the de- 
grees of love : fer ine<ycry a1 of love, there was ſome degree of in-- 
renſion, bur in alonger p.ayer of Chrift there was a greater multipli- 
Eation of the inwara as of love, m--re aQts of love then there was. 
in a ſhorter 3 and anſwerably there was a greater multiplication of he 
Degrees of love, mo: e Degrecs of love, &c. 

hy Anſwer unto: ths Syirgiſme ſhall be, both anto the Major ard: 
t Ing. : 


wee 


inpe:inent, For th: ſeveral inward a&ts ot Chrifts love of Go 
formes numerically diffcrear, ave therefore ler them beta Pye 
never ſo much, this will conduce nothing unto the greater myNips 
tion of Degrees, in one aÞ of love then there is in anothecg 500 | 

from this it can never be inferred, that one inward a of lovein Chrift,.. 
was more intenſe then another. But Dr. Creed very Foutly und laT71'y 
afficmeth the concrary p. 256. 1 Rep'y end ſry, If the Degrees of bu 
love are in number multiphed as the afts ore, here muſt be a growth in 
their intenſive perfefiion , end the loft «f, which has the greater numer 
of De:rees in-#t, will be gradually more þ rſefF then the former. Here 
you fay that if the. Degrees of Chriſt's love age in number multi- 
plycd as the att are, there muſt be a growth in cheir iorenfive per- 
feRion, and withill yo. ſuppoſe, that the laſt a bath a greater 
numbzr of degrees in it : and herevpon you conclude of. it , that it 
will be gradually more perfet then the former. Rut;good My. Defer- 
dent, inſtead of ſaying and ſuppoſing, you ſhonld have proved what 
you ſay andſuppoſe : but of ſuch provfe. there by. not jn- 


- then oth. r Mortals. ; 


. - mond's. The Dofor concludes and a'gres fre the oF: | 
: thus , where tb” 7-ale is rue ond real, and not terſount end 


' every w 


* Aiaert the roſa Feuier f Dr. Cre, 


'B , be this how ir will, plaine jr-is, yan ge 257; that. do. not 
df his ar gumenr. - I have 


inviſh aningy 
1 kaow*her that I was obliged to ſearch after ir. And therefore L 
ſhall leave that unto che Defendant, who can ſec further ipro a Afill-ftone 


Ee ? 


Bur however tet us examine this: prof 


in Chi iſt without deubt it was moif true) there « multiplication of ' the 


outward afts of prayer, and a longer continuance in them, arguts 4 greater 


& den.y of inwa d offetli.n, and true zeales dnd for the truth of this 


. aff rt10n I appeal to the praflice of the whale world, 


Here if you ſupply whar is co be ſupp'yed, rouching the obje&t- of 
this inwa'd affeRion, This aſſertion, which you obrrude wirh ſuch a 


. . confidence, is apparently unerue. I ſay 'ris appparently cnrrue, that 
a mulcip! cation cf. che outrwar daſs of praycr, and a longer cou tinu- 


anceia th.w , argu 
or love «FF. | 


agrearer ardency- of: inward. 


fal C 


offcRion r0 ny Y 
oa; [appeals to 
|; ho 


-b 3- 80d he vſcd rodiſſwzde others from tediouſnefſe 
y-- Fbeleive the Defend:nt will not deny, but that a man 
atring up the Lord's Prayer, have his a&ual love of God 
y-as high :nd intenſe, 25 in the longeſt prayer cither of « 
man's Cwn or anothers compoſition, Bor not te infiſt longer on 0- 
rher'men, Ic is plaive of Chriſt, char bis ſhoreeſt prayers, his ſhort: ft 
ejaculatione, did proceed from an aQval loye of God, eve: y way -6 
-i1renſe as the Jovgeſt. And for the truth of this, 1 appeale- ugte the 
Commondement of God, char enjoyned Chriſt, and «ll otber men, 
to love God With all tt eir mig't and firength: therefore with all rbeir ha- 
birua! m'ght and ſtrength. Now however other men may tranſgrefſe 
this Commandement , Chriſt did vot, could not 5 and therefore 
whenever Chriſt loved God aRvally, he loved hin with al{- his habi= 
tual might 8rd ſtcenvgrh, 6d extremum viriem; and conſequen:ly.one 
inward AQ of ——_ god was not more intenſe then pes. | 

Nintlyy ,p.268-yqo my Anſwer unto an Argument of Dr. 
Ham as guiſepyof that fallacy, which is ca'led pericio priacipit 

k L3 | ) 


Fane 
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Xx - 76 A taſte wpon the graft non- ſequitors. of Dr..Creed 
| If this be not C fay you.) 73 #dgxy Au Cariypwor, 1 now Not mhar - 
your. grens Maſſer Sodoele meanes;' Bux this isa maſt ridiculous and ' 
groundlcſte eriminarion' ,, for this: as ever yarhcltlallagnw ls « 
or tefein arguing! ,, Dot in ANTwering ,. YO, © T 
Scheibler ) .drceptis in (llogizande. De Syilogiſm, cap.-x7 8, Jah - 
. my grear Mufter Avitiore, Elenchus Sophificus. It hath” alwaiesbecn 
obſerved for ale in d ſpuring, that wheo the Reſpondent denyes a 
- ſequgy; do prafon oret, is 45 the Opponears paer: to Icfuce 
. there a0T-th&Reſpondevr. is not vbliged ro confirm it. te is 
then a groſfle nen-Jaguitur to..coeclude we guiltie of this failacie,. of 
peritio principii, becauſe | do not confirm :the reaſon, for which | deny © - 
Dr. Hemwonds conſequence. Bur, Sir, if you had nor falfified'ir, ty 
adding muft ro mey be, it iy.a Þ: opoſitivn ſo plain and evident, as thic 
it need$SNO confirmartonzand can be denied by no rational a an; Thus 
ir ſtands; ny reaſon is, beeauſe in all chefe 1nward as of Ch jſts 
, love of God, (and we' miy ſay the'fſame of the inward as of -other 
vertves and'graces) there may be-no gradual diffivilicude: | Mark, 
Sir, the word may be, and thea tell us whether there, be anycontradi- 
Aion in this Pcapoſitiong” in ſeveral juward.agts oFEChiftsloye of | 


God th +] diſhmilirude 3 it rhere/be, apray-dilcc ver ic, 
th >t ; . R 1 : thin _ ; 
bf Chriſts love o8God, rhefe may be 


s > 


- 


uleiplied * 


the -DoFor. + Bor your 

own conſcience muſt needs canviace you-thar this ya >faiſhood : for - 
ether-one-aR-of Ch'oſts - 

love of. God were aftually more intenſe rthep another?) aad yer if [ 

had ſaid, that in the inward as of Chrifts love God, there could + 


d by thr 
which you have given bor iorric anſwers : Rk reaſon T 
4 for this would quic ie fi vel iy bc 
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+ 3 res 

E 4qualia in bac bowtat 

7 "br doth Snwery here 
| + faid? dork wot + Fu-t0r dP along afſerr ha thayery tive : 

| . AUS oGjeffio proce- 


: waioc, gent of. Chbiſtaras rivet” becter '411d moretrenfively peefeRt junt ex falſo 
t | rhelpMmother: Nay; ds nut yoUyrar fel'e play 1; quorea'place out princjpio:firgunt 
'- of :Jntyins Wherdin he affirierty; thr. rhe wory! '4akkerent enim efſe in eo- 


iO rents & tots 


- inqheaRiom of Chriſt, 462 thing'diNin)® fing their meritorfourvaluc Jem aZfe plures 
. 'Therefore Suery ( fay you Y uckiiowiedgerNtFh that ver bon 1 yalores, ſeu p'u- 
quore; Helorowm hunt quem-habet:affigs int orene ad meritum, teqaramin- ra merits, juxts 


#:5 mates value? 'p. 266: Ha nw hcl 
dwafirtel] \himy hat either. benowes not, ' 07 whll.not mus de infinizate 


— 


tinere ad diver- 

© a 

pet Of 7 merita , vel 

pot = Yor it or is/6fjonts © 
Wet. 52 ratio Mte 

rite wel ſatise 


fureher and foller-conviRtion, 1 ſhal ton p! wh nes trache quote tatis _) non con» + 
- A htthe before he propovyds 3 Foot Obfeatos,”s » whe" infi- conditiontius 4= = 


yam rnterific' Fi ! eat [ond ep-r arts per fe fngult mm fficiunt ad merniums 
at Abbas ta + nn » af inpgr ger ſun , vel fue 
#1,do concurt ted ans meritum, Of quintiteren em, Ag, it« cefſat obje}10: nam ft me- 
- its offs tanthin eff nin, @ iPid off fifloitom, & equile, n-hil eft meriti, in us | 
'' een pſſtinequditas. In tertiam part. Thom, 10.1; dſp. 4: S. þ- 49. * dolo# 


gn 


+0 
3; aaiy « 
Se. 


_ Chrifhi fuifſe inequalia.in propria bon'tate intrirſece, & eſſent' ah, 


'," of teite of the.grofi nen-ſequitsrs"of Dr; Creed. 


le major qu4m; alien qued mutrien refert ad quantitatem ſetiiſaZfionic: tum 


iqz quia inde fieret, now Bagie. redemiſſe us C 7 en, mar- 
tom, qou Bl naps ty np eft-conffa Þ "£4 gy ; 


 ribuit redemptions mſflram ,\ ad Row 3-4 g6tad 5. th Bel. 3. 
7. 3» 9, Od Uo: 1, vinyl 4 Es. 9% 
.. 'Jn Anſwer. 


Firft hepropounds a Conceflion, the yery paſſage quored by rhe De- 
fendant, 208 chercin he grants, thae- Chrifts wo: ks Were onequal in 
regard of tharmvcal goodnefle, which Was incrinſecal 2nd cilcatial 
eo them, really-iaberenr in them:andiin regard hereof cne work migtt 
be better then anocher. Ae/pondetur, primum omnium pg pers 

realiter 

inherente ipfe att u3 quia, wt diffum eſt, tote bic bonitas erat finita : poterat 

ergo efſe mejor, i minor, & aliunde wnam opus Chriſti erat melioris obſ &i., 

quem aliud & unum it:nfiuc «lie, & fic de aliis crcumftantiis,, ergo erent 
vel poterant efſe inequulia in bac bomitate« | +4 

But chen in the nexc place he:ſhewerh ac large, :quorods flit cquatitar 


equality p&-metic or meritorious value, iseovfiftent w rh the upcqual 

bar” / , Ce _ in the 'a&ior lo Wihilo- 

ini edfendurtſecundo eff, tÞ: t of 18s | one operantis 
fuiſſe infiniti veloris, quia licdt bonitas,” Gli centers «eFus crnfertt in- 
ter dum «d hunc valorem, temen quia hec dignites infinite porſinu® expollit hung 
vdoren ad perjetiifſimum ordinem, Cv uſq; «d infin'pim gradums, ide? tollitur 
018nis ali proportie 3 illa exams perſons, cium in ] infia'n1 ft, emin- 
enter continet amis alia. bene, O idda tonſert efiui., quidguid vileris ones 
alie circumſtentie conferre p ſent. Neo 'Gircs ttuſs id, quoderet in oprre 


- 


Chriſti, ex pa te ipfis acti, intelligendum ff quaſi materialitar - ſe heberts. 

perſanam verdeſſe quaſ formem m—_— valorem, uq nes illes actos 

equeliter informat, & ide3 omn:bus conſert ininitum, 4iq; adhh. « 

brem. Exemplo ex Ice8 Pteft, [1 pecunie talj regie; 10. p 

on, tujuſcung, efſet mattrie ration” figure. = 
A 


Eleventhly, y 330. the Defendant pretends « Trane of m'ne that I never 
made. . Howſoever, ſaich be, 1 obſerve that in your St drgument you gh, 


meriti, cum inequeli boxitate, as "is ſummed vpinthe margene 3/ how an * 


= IS Pr TN aa 


A tuff the abſurd nowſequitwr if Di. Cinet 


ly anderff end tbe Dottors motion of | the love of God, end tehght here as be flilt 
| d:e5 tn the lege ſenſe, gs itis all one with boly charity , #5 camaining in its ge- 
ne'sl totion t ces and verines wheat and therefore be=' 
cauſe now : reum, 1 am reſe k tas ;hold yeu ts your 


conceſſion ;- A ou are, Sir, very: quick: fighred ro obſerve that whichwe- 
ver dropt from my Pen, nor-was ever in wy thoughts. ' Pray Si: ve-' 
fic& oace.moie upan wy, words.z put them opon the Rack, and ery 
your vemeRt kill in Logick,, nay, call in whit li | " 
and if you an from them prove this pretended concetfjes,then trim 

upon me Wah a+ much ſcotne as you pleaſe, and until-1his be done, I 
ſha!l alume the boldnefle to tell you, that your pretence is a ſbemeleſſe 


wntruth. 


Twelſthly, p. 370. the Defendant hath two. flrange ſequels from my- 
wor. $, Which until he can juſtific I hall look wptn as Nlanders,” If in 
the ſiace of Chr:ſts.* humiliation, there vvas by ſpecial diſpenſation , 
*c as. our Reſucergraars, - 8 reſtraint of his happinefſe or bearifical vi- 
<< Gon, he-could got then ſee God ſo perfeRly, and ſo perfeRly enjoy 
6 him, as afier his-Glorificetion, vyhen.ghere yvas no reſtraine, 

& conſ= vent'y his loye cop!d not be ſo ardent, fo highlyinrenſe and 
© perf 6 of Bn. ,. Yyhen novy he fies at _ ge: = 
er. the Reader hit view'tYe place quored by the Defendanr, þ. 26Tand” 
ade unto i: Morber, p.346. Frhereia 1 —_ fully explicare my ſelfe; 
and then if ke.vvill judge imparria ly, hecannor bur conclude the De- 
fendant to be a moſt gavvorthy Calummietzy, My vvords P. 261. aro-at 
large, 5follovveih, $5 Its norro be denied, bur that by ſpecial diſ- 
<< 5: oſation there way (owe reſtraint of the influence of his bappineſle 
« or beacifical vifion,. in che- vrhole courſe of his bumiliarion , and: 


« particularly in che riine of his dolefal paſſion. Unto this joyne page 
346. vyhere thapoine is farther explicated. © Of this Heaven happi- 
<iefle intheipulof” Chr.ft; from the bearifical viſion,there vvould al- 


Gods mirac ulous reftraint and prevention, have been 
onnatural ſequels. - 1. A: fulnefſe of unſpeakeable, | 
cone te joy, ſolace, delight, pleaſureand-comfort in his | 
&« |Qul.. 2, Artdungancy of glory from his ſoul unto his body. Bur 
< by che ſpecial diſpenſation of God, . the reſultancy of tbe former 
& was ſuſpended gad withbeld in the time of his paſſion, aud tho lat- 
« ter the derivation of gloty from his ſoul unto his body; - was totally - 
« deferred until h's cxalration. 
Herel do nor ay, that there was 8 ceſſation, interryprion, Of abate- - 
ment of rhe bexcifical vifion, bue only a reſtcaiot of irs influence,” not 
upon his love of Ged) bur upag. the fulnefle of joy (jm his foul, in the - 
time of his x&:f1-v, and the zgdundancy- of glory from bis ſoule unto | 
his body, in the whole time of his hymiliation; excepting his transfi- | 
gurartion, Now em ghio/s Defendant inferre+ wo Propoſitions, - 
one iathe neck hgr,,. once immediately , 2ndithe other medi» + 
.. *« In bis ſtare of Titimiliation he copld nor ſee God fo perfeRly t 
* and fo perfeA!y-enjoy bim,. as after hisGlocificazion, - when there 
5.wasi no-reſtraine. | And. 


> 4 


% 


\ Ah ted oe, Orked). 
And» kxfhverdf rhckre-fo 


. ndim Keckerman's Light p: $43, $44, there are 
ally, everare ſequels inftanced in; thar #re of che 
ans bp ih thete of oor Defendants. Beonles fbar in angus, eg 
cas plaet. Divus Gregotius edit caſrum . Evrgi Dive Veronica ſeltet, 
finde afrervvards, p. of ng that from this- very ſame Propofition of 
mine, he bath rvvo other like abſurd and inconfequent inferences, Hig 
vvords afc-as folloyverd, © if the invrard aftsof Chriſts love vrere 
"<alvwvays at the'urmeft” height, - becauſe this moſt intenſe love*is 4 na. 
<< tural and necefiry ſequel of the bearifical vifon, then ir neceffari'y 
© folloyres, if his love vvere alvyays thusinenſe, thr then he al- 
& prays enjoyed the beatifical-yifion, the ſole and nece ap caufe bf 
fech alove, For it is an ugdoubred maxime, T har th ext fublatis 


fic, eanſd neceſſarits, pamuntu? to Fect 
«<4 b Creek tothe Author of a o » ae 
<xyja wart Prafiical, Henry Jrexert Qi! ' for ayes he nor * 


= euptality, Thar / it is not to be denied,” 
<rion; . there vvas fore reſtr aine of the in 
<-bearifical yiſion,in che vvhote courſe of Hishumarich,and particu- 
<tarly in .the rimeof his dolefol paſfion? And if bis ro [oh of 
<-ſore.vvere a natural ifſocef rhe demiſies] viſiow;"F veill neecflariſy | 
<« foHoyv, that as that his happinefſc/###d clewr ip tuirive Fghr of rhe 
*<divine effence vras reſtrained, ſo the ferwour of his fove your propor 
<-cionably abated alſo.Here-he dravves tvyo Piopoſ 
as: % Wi: YE 
3. That Chrift did not a'w> ys enjoy! tie 
. >." Thzt ſometimesthe fetvour of his: ove of Golly 
bork theſe inferences are very incanfequenr. 'For ' | 74% 


Firſt, this ſtands the firſt, here was ſome teſtroznt of th } of vence of 


the beatifical viſfionin Chrift. Therefore he vid nor alwiyey 
beetifical vifion, with as good Logick a man way conelude, tharthere 
wasnohearin the fire, Den.;. becauſe God teftrained its influence up- 
on the bodies of thoſe three Worthies, - Itivy*ery* frange, that this 
our great Sehootman ſhoold be fo jpnotant, as toToitfound the incer-. 
ruprion or ceſſation of che bearifical viſion, "vvith- the refifaint of irs 
influence :: or'to; think: the former-« wereffary ſequel of 'the lat: er, 
_ Here by the vvay obſerve, charwoehereas the Deferioanc, p52 3-quoces 
a ſzying pf Leo, velieh he ſaith ivapproved of by all Roi ai 
the tame of our Saviours patſion,/ TING ſubſtraxit viſf- 
Per vvas 

of ea exf iftence ; 


end; It is to-be: wwderſtood en_"y; TIE 

vvithdravrn o only in regard of :nfluence, —_— 

for! thatighad Þ perpetet/olapor dxifhncrite the ys bf Chriff-i6 upon 
=z 


ans alirmeddytho gmerlicic of bort Popiſtt and 4 


from «Tophek place, monte Deſenene evender ly Ki: ited, * 


_— 


_— 4 
% 


ve? difpenſa« * 
owe +6 this beppineffe or 


) Mitafte of the groſs mn-ſequitirs of Dr. Creed. - 

The ſecond Iaference is every wty as inconfequent : for thas ir ſtands. There 
ſpecial difpenſacion, ſome reſtcaine of che influence of his begrifics! vis 
| Te yrs 2 reſirginc of the influence of it upon his love of 

; ſo the eeerpur of bis love vras lie abared, as the in- 

== oo bearifical rifiog rras reſtrained. Here is palpable failacie, & dicts 
ſecund guid, ad dicun iter ; the reſtraint of the influence of the bearifi- 
cal-yifioa in Chriſt is particular,not univerſal-There vras, I ſaid, fone reliraine 

. of the influence of rhiz happineſle, of bearifical vifion, &c. And I inſtanced in 

\ TS the parriculars,upon vvhich the reftraine of this influence vvas, of vehch his 

| : Love of God vvas none, 19.6 
Thirteeathly, p.378,379,380,;81. the Deſendent chirgeth me © to moke uſe 
<« of an objeRion, rhar not only oppeolcs Dr. Hammond in this particular, bur 
P "n equally overthrovvs the vrhole Chriſtian Religion,that deſtroys rhe dorine 
© of the everebleſſcd Trinitie the Godhcad, and (atisfation of our Saviour,and 
* the immortalicie of the ſoul, and hell-fire; md crernat cormenrs, chat blovvs 
© 1p 8s vvell the office as the maintenance of Miniſters, and opens a broad gap 
© for the Socinian and Anabaptiſt, the Rantcr aud Atheift, to comeand 

Y * 'nvade akry) -y now Pars us. This is 2 _— and moſt _— accu» 

| ** ſation, and if rhe Deſeaders cannot make ir good, he may (to uſe his ovvn 

<< yrards, pt.) "juftlic be decried for the moft monſtrous Railer and Syco- 

My 5v0.ſe thing chac Cheiſtianitie a 

mee good, * And novy that che Reader miy 

«no es eve oe ſuppoſe that the DoRor had borrovred this 

hs . 


y * of it may 
© pofirion-0 ar is 
-6 ters,is guiltic ofa on vvith Pepiſts. But Dr. Hammond wakes uſe 
© ofthis very-Txpoſicion vyhich isrobe found in Bellarmine. Ergo, Dr. Hoam- 
. © amdigelinc t:compliance vvith Papiſts. 
E104 me intolerable wrong the Reader may ſee, if he will bur 
ord. -** Your Readcr hath juſt reaſon to expeRt a confirmation 


& is very Anſwer is the ſhift of Papiſtzia ſeveral controverſies be- 
| vs, Bellerm Tom. 2» De Mnarchis. lib, 2, cop. 1. Tom. 4. de emiſfi- 
WHEY flatu peecari, £b, 1+ 64þ.1 2, Ne, © And was it not fit that you ſhould 
* acquigt us, what thoſe cogent reaſons were that neceſſitated you unte chir 
complyance with: Papifts? Now from the'e words of mloe, the Father of Lyes 
canner inferre. thac propoſition; which you moſt injutiouſ]y Father vpon me. 
viz, © that-whoſoever make uſe of any argument, or Tenene, or expoſition 
* of Scriprure; that is tobe found in Bellermine or 5ther Popiſh Wrigers, is 
* guilty of complyance with Papifts. Bur the-Defendent will exeore this pro- 
. pointi>a from my wordawherher L will or no.* Whar ſay you Sir, is not this 
* your preſent argument? Can you give us any! other propofition., to reduce 
<. Jour Socratial Enthymeme into-a Syllogilme? If you cannot, pray tell 
{, mee  firengeh is in your Major, and what anſwer you will give 
{* roieg 20 Anabapeiſt,orRavter, or Acheiſt, ſhal preſſe you with 
* ir, &c.And fo he raves on moſt faciouſly, asif he were weed , nor only in this 


' bur rhe cexr page. - 
Bur eodiſcover to every ordinary Reader, o__ he doth molt groſſely and 
uce my Words into ive Syllgiſmes, and yer 
walicioufly 


palpably .calumniare me ; I ſhall 
leareow that ion, which impures uato me. T hepro- 
47 F poſitia 
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potion to be proved it, 'rhar it:was-fir ithar; Dr ;H; ſhould acquaint bis Reagets 
what thoſe cogent Reaſons were ithar necefficared himwihrothe anſwer char;he . 
gave,and thus 'ris proved. If this anſwer were guilty. of complyance. With Far. 
piſts then ir Was fit that: Dy, H-ſhopld acquaint us, vvha b Fc; 

fſirated him herevnro Bur this anſvver is pwiry of co plyan ; 


3. 


And thetfo: e it vvas-firithit Dr. Hamnmcnd ſhould agqgvaint vs; 'vvhatWhgcnr 
reaſons neerflirared him hereunto; _ ooimg ft 0 of nouttts's 
'* Fof confi: mation of the Miner the partic!e this, ( chiscomplyance)Rec.carri- . 
eth us ro the forege ng vvords; aad from. them vve way cravy this Syllegifme;” | 
That anſvver vvn'tHisthe ſh 1c ofPapiſts in ſeveral controverſies betvveen. 
them and us, is gwity of complyance vvich Papifis, i MN 
But this anſyver is the ſhift. of Papifts, in ſeveral controverfies betyyixe- 
eh:m aud us, * | vor ny. o 
And therefore *tis guilty of 'compſyance vvith Papiſt And novv my vrords 
be:vg thus Analized;' the Readertannrbur beaſtoniſhed, a Sh lar, a Men of 
Witt; 2nd parts, &' Minifler, a Chriſtian. ſhould fo f: rger himſelf,as ro layer my 
doores 4 propoſiricn,thar- hath no botrome at all in my vvords,b 'r is hrs ovate 
meere invention, that I ſay nor forge: y,and I believe h- can ha diy cel v*hic'# 
to vyvonder at mcſt, the malice or 1gnorence that is: in this ciimination . of 
the Deſendentt- «7 EC-o - ad T 
* Bur [ forger- the thus: to go- beyond, the limirs tht -I hrweples 
fixed to my ſetfe'; in the examination of th's Folume.” ad. indred®.F & 
beleeve "ris very irkſome unro the Readex, as vyell as' unto _ : 
NY ſelf, toxake in ſuch a Dunghil of Net-ſe juiturs 25 this vvork is, and there... 4 
ie F ſhall't/orble che Reader vvith the Examimarion &f bur. cne argument ,_.- » þ 
more; avd that Tam vvilhng to inbta little upon, - becauſe" "ir feeme"at %. (F- + 
, tis concerfting +4 


bluſh :o'be of th6te force and weighr then che reſt. And behdes, 
thi vvt ich 8 the the TY xerro,uryor,the matter illeonnovealic;'tis diavn from 

Lake 2.52. And" Jeſus 1mo ejed/in wiſdom and Faturey) ant i" grave with Ged ant - 
man, This Argument the De/endant profecutes from peger158, wfybg#s 206? _ 


243, 344, 369, 370» 572-573 &c. uſqae 24-596. / voherehe wb | 
whe 26 
—_ T 


| mories of # vvorld-of Commentators, vvhereof many cohtradi 
t- No purpoſe, that | knovv, bit to diſtrat the unvvary; and al 
er,ard to vvorkin him belicf,.thirourDefendanris aran of vaſt-reac 
The Argumenr for berrec diftin8ion-tske.n ay bebranched inzo-tyyo. 
Firſt, hz arguech from Chriſts-increaſe in vviſdom,.. be inc: eaſed twiſt. 
ther efore he increaſed alſo in the invvard aRual love of Gods: -**. 4 
i hz 1eaſon of the conſequence is, becau © lore of neceſfitic bears propo:- 
115n nts knoveledge;p 60/370/431,5 32,524. Uocothis I hall rerven ſeveral 
Afſvvers, ' 7-5 7" 2771/6 10 9119 2 jt FR +: IIS " , 
Th= Srſt is.io the $1 Ft part of 'my:nixeure; p: 249: \The increaſe in wiſdom 
h:re ſpoken of, is only extenſive, - nor inrenfive, andfromanexcenfive increaſe 
in wiſdom, can never be jnferred an intenfive increaſe, in the mwarg aft of the N 
love of (od. Yea, bur-ſaith our-Defendant, ip-:191; bom yeu will reconcile this 
with what f llowes, I wilt adv? any man'to; judge :: and ſo will Fro ovided rhat 
he be 4 man thar und-1 lands any.rhing of an Arguniege'Tift for” #0newill 
quickly perceive, [ that there is nothwg in tharwhich followmerb;@Girher in my 
own wards, of elſe in4hoſe quoted ougiof Anas, wh ch dortinithe leaft degee © 
contradict what Ifay. : 2M 37% 254] 
'Fecond'y, it is'only an increaſe inthe knowledge vf the formal obj: of the 
love of God, viz-hisinflairegerd ſein bi uct; rx will argue and inferre/an 
increaſe in the inwardaQualiore 0:God, Now.that Ch:ift iveveaſediy-knowt 
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| bo y man averrit, bur an Arian or:So pa 67 ances 
| The Defendane-objeRs ofren againſt me, that I confeſſe, rhar the fulneſle . 
pM of Cl ifts knowle# ze ſtare of hum. ſiation, was conſiſtent with the nelci» 


"Bog.pray Sir, har werethoſe diverſe things he knew: 
f zudgmenr, 'the barrenneſle of che, fiz-rrec, Kc... 
baiman, or:aoy. Octhodox., Pcoceſtaac ſay, chat, 


ſay is g meer extiavagric c.. | +. " h 

7 £ Thirdly che increaſe is wiſdom thar Luke (peaks of, isbymvtie of all the Au- 

- hors char yu alledge; applied unto the bearifical viſjod; and if Chriſt did nor 

> ; acteiſe in his bearifical vifion, then acih:s in his.bearifick loze, apd cnſe- 
” quently nocinhis love arall'* - fo: there was in him at the (ame time only one. 
jn-yard anal iove. of God, for accidenti4 numero tantum diverſa non > ſun oe 

nul in exdem ſabe»: as for the as of th-in :d hubir of divige love,” dis 
ſtip3from rhe b-a ifick love, th:y (as [ bave already ſhwa) are proved by 
Jeez tobe burafig nent, 41d as much may bh: ſaig ot rhatleve of compla+ 

<?; tharacquiſice and exp:rimence! love, which you aſcribe yato Chciſt, 

YI Makeired ariſe (rom Ghciſts acquifire or experimental know- 

of iſpuex, proves.to be impaſ-+ble, becagſe the at of che love 
g*(iv-6f-a ſape: naru.2at. order, ought to 2 a ſupernacural 
rimental. 


, . 
op . « Þ 


# 6f Oo, 
« know! 


S- Fx I 


ir failes,if icbe unde:ſtood univerſally, of all men, For, 
iwledge of many ſurmonars th. ir. love of yectu9gus objeas : bus 
{dpri'y, and tberefore | ſhillware it. 
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27. 4.2. the Queſtion there debared 
| Hh ObjeRion againſt the Aftirma- 


c:gnitio-is, quod nonrequiritur ad perfect , 
jet, cus eft diſtingue 4 Inter es.que ſecundam rem ſunt conjun Ia, tF componere qua- 
dani ode te 9n4 ſunt diverſe, unum altei compurand), i id. > ad perfeHionem gognitt- 
| 7 us 


"4; 1a pt perfe@3 gmari 
ſeiewi's quaydliqu. 
eats put e quad ſriun- Rh: 
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ine gaodacicofGodinhimbeFs, 5h Lakporearereedand.. 


4 
* 


"Ac 1 1,915) dude cc lah MN 
£ OED Wy nn? 
+26 Objeion,and'hcurns unco | 

voluntes fertur in 


Ker iis notitia fit Te 
- And thus you ſce this behpofition, our love of ty det abelic þ of 
tion ants our knowledge,is nec rxcch ir be underſtood uuiverſally of oe 


and ſo* _ Roc the for he ſpeaks nor only of Chi bows. , | 


proportion.eo nceltfgce hereces, $, 
gran, tha hs ave of Gos wats "2c 


grace of God. Wa > > — FX | A 
Bux is it thar grace of God, which Lufe ſp Sole «the ther Viir1aok ups, 
on the wards ing, weed Oip xe} ord ( ac Cy, 5: 

addition of them, (which addition owr De cone mpſt pare. I 

ei, in his quoration of the words) Sil gd ” 

not of the grace of the Spirit in Chriſt, | 
of Gods favour ade dine end in our Tr | 
favour, Now in Gods fevour he did notincreaſe of 
effects, Hoſes and figwes ehereof, avd fromthar our Defenc 
ae a gradual d ncrſc oval ata Cheiſts. love of 
Defen IO þp 189g; "IR 

3nd really grow in the inveard afis of vviſiom a ! 

Indeed I (aid that he did 63 really increaſe in vyi don 

that he didas really increaſe in grace as in laxurey[ new; 

for I vyell knevy thar his incr p vves 

In favour or grace vvith God, 'an | 

fic &s and rokens thereof. That _ 'ebcr 

e, asrcallys he did in ſtarure, aren One een 
E Defenda Defendant,vri h 


Fe gs rake, ade 


dey repos, wy <of's Sy, , ar leaſt actual: fox Jorg 
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